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The modern-day ministry and eoclesiastioal scene find 
themselves facing a number or problems whioh in f'or~r days 
either occurred r a ther infrequently, or at least did not 
loom so significan tly as they do today. The reason behind 
t h is is tl"..a t the society in v1hich the church f'inds itself 
at work has changed. Cultural values have changed. Norms 
hav e cilanged . our general cultural surroundings and atti-
tudes have changed . ot only has society changed, but it 
has also in turn bad an ini'luence upon the church and its 
mernoers. This is true simply because the church and its 
members :fi nd their exia t enoe within society and feel its 
pressures and stimuli. For example, when society regarded 
engag e ment in a legal, binding sense as tantamount to mar-
riage , the church could view it similarly without finding 
it ne cessar y to de lve extensively into the matter. Also, 
whe n divorce was a rarity in society, and when there were 
strong negative cultural sanctions against it, the ohuroh 
also oould brierly state its position against marriage dis-
solution and rind general cultural and societal support. 
Also, when management had autooratio control over the work-
ing force, and when there was no eff'eotive or audible dis-
senting voioe of organized labor, then the ohuroh could 
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speak in g enera l terms of servants obeying their masters 
without ~inding it necessary to investi gate or speak to many 
of the s pecific p roblems wh1oh are present in this area to-
day. But i:n these as well as other areas, society and soci-
etal attitudes have changed, and the church has found it 
neces sar y to r e-think its position, elaborate upon it, and 
speak to chang i ng conditions. 
This is especially true of' the inter.faith JT1arr1age 
question. r e have here a phenomenon facing the church a nd 
lts peop l e t oday which the church of the nineteenth or even 
early twentieth centuries did not so frequently confront. 
Soc i ota l c hanges have f orced the church to investigate some-
thing ~ni ch d oes no t ea s ily fit into any previoua dogmatic 
category . This means the church constantly finds itself 
evaluating its pos1 tion a nd speaking to ne ·1 problems, or 
perhaps old on es in a different form and guise. At least 
it must attempt to evaluate and speak explicitly and rele-
vantly, if it is to maintain communication with the society 
about 1 t and continue to v1 itness to the message with which 
it has been divinely entrusted. 
It has been recog nition or these social factors at work 
upon the church, as well as recognition of the increasing 
frequency with which interfaith marriage~ are occurring, 
that prompted the writer of this thesis to delve into thia 
specific subject. This 1s a problem being brought before 
Christian pastors with increasing f'requency today. 
• 
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Consequently, i n addition to g iving adviae oonoerning an 
approach to t h e subject, it seems necessary to present some 
relevant facts. This requires an examination of the phenom-
enon ~,i th rega rd to its frequ enoy and oausea behind its in-
creas e . I t will include sociolog ical evaluation concerning 
the int e rfa ith factor as it relates to su~ceas in marriage. 
It VT ill pr esent attitudes of people regarding the subject, 
as well as ScripturRl and denominational approaches and pro-
nouncemen ts on the t opic. Ho,·1evcr, in addition to this more 
ob jec tive, empirical 1nves tiga tion or analysis• it is also 
neces sar y t o endeavor to interpret \'!hat has been observed 
and attempt t o collate it all into a combination of princi-
p le 1 i t h p r a ctical a pproach which oan become a part of a 
pa s tor •s ge ner•s. l and spec11'1o policy in his dealing with 
people . Thu.s , this paper will proceed :from a presentation 
of the interfait h Marriage situation as it obtains today 
atatis ti ca llJr a nd a t titudinally, to sociological interpreta-
tion a nd e v a luation of the :facts, to a presentation of the 
manner in which Scripture approaches the subject as well as 
the attitudes, evaluation, and approRch of the various eo-
cleaiastical bodies in our country today. The discussion 
will then conclude with a. suggested approaoh to the problem 
speaking from and to the Christian pastoral viewpoint. 
The writer of this thesis has drawn upon two general 
resouroe areas. The first 1s a strictly sociological one 
in which sociologioal studies in the area o:f marriage and 
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the family , and the speoifio phenomenon of interfaith mar-
riage , \7 i ll be inv e s tigated and presented. The second re-
sour c e a r ea draws f'rom ecc l es 1ast1 cal resources. Thia 1n-
oludes of.ficial denominational s t a tement and policy concern-
ing the int0rf'a i th ma rriage phenomenon, as ,1ell a s 11tera-
t u:r•e (books and p a mphle ts) dosignod to p resent !'acts and 
g ive advice con cerni n g t h e top1o from t he religious v iew-
poi nt . 
CHAPTER II 
I NTERFA ITH MARRIAGE TODAY 
Definition of Terms 
I n lite rature , bot h popular and teohn1oal-sc1en t1flo 
s peak i ng o f marriages involving partners of different relig -
iou s deno~i nations , the r e exists a confusion and intercha n g e 
of t er r.IB . S ome oriters on the subject, a s well as most popu-
l ar discussio ns, s pea k of "mixed marriage" vrhen refe rring to 
t his phenomenon. Othero use the term "interfaith ma rriage. " 
I n thi s paper, t h e t erm n 1nterfaith marriag e " will be us ed 
s inc e "mixed marrlage11 is in r eality used in t wo 'ffays. 
F irs t , it is ua0d a s a n on-speci~io term for any marriage 
mixed in some oay wheth e r t h is be relig iously, ethnically, 
r a c iall y , o r a ny ot h er we.y . In this connection, \7 8 can say 
that e very marriage is mixed in som~ sense. Every marriage 
involves a conjunction or mixing of dif ferent person ality 
t ypes, a ges, educa tional levels and e xperience, interests, 
cultur al backg rounds, or economic statua. Seoondly, the 
term ,:mixec.l marriage" is used as a techn1oal term for mar-
riages involving a mixture of' races with no neoessary reli-
gious connotation, although this may f'requently be assooi-
ated. The term ought, therefore, to be reserved for this 
teohn1oal usage. 
Our subject, however, ooncerns itself with marriages 
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in which t wo denominations or "faiths" are joined together. 
Hence, 0 i nterf'n ith marriage" becomes a more descriptive and 
specific t e r m. J\ ctually, 11 inter-denominational marriag e" 
wou l d be an even nx> re accurate and specific term since de-
nominations wi t h in Christendom do not involve different 
11 fa1thsn 1n the sense of' c entral Christian doctrines. Hou -
a ve r, in this paper, 11 interfaith marriage11 will be the des-
i gnation used to r efer to the subject of inter-d.enominations.l 
marr iages, whe t he~ t he combination be Roman Catholic and 
Protes tan t , t wo different denominations within Protestantism, 
Jev, 1.s h and Protes tan t, or Jewish and Roman Catholic. Any 
marriage i nvo l ving persons of a non-Christian or non-Jewish 
r lig i on i s ou ts i de our disoussion, both because they a re 
rela tively rar e i n t h is country and, also, because they usu-
a lly i nv o lve a mixt u r e of raoes as well, thereby qualifying 
as a 0 mixed mar r i a.ge . 0 This, as we have indicated , is an-
other sub j ect. 
Prevalence of Interfaith Marriag e Today 
I n con s idering the present state of affai rs with regard 
to interfa ith marriage, v1e would like to be able to make some 
statistica l sta tement oonoerning the prevalence of suoh nar-
riages today . However, it is impossible to state accurately 
eithe r the number or percentage of marriages existing today 
whioh are of an interfaith nature. This is the oaae since 
only one state (Iowa) is presently keeping reoord or the 
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religious affiliation of persons contraoting marriage. 
Therefore, no national or state totals are available. Even 
Iowa has kept this record only s i nce 1953. However, some 
ides of t he r elative number or percentage of interfaith mar-
riages can be obtained from some recent studies or limited 
scope. 
One survey of 885 marriages in rural ttinnesota reported 
92.9 percent of the Protestants married to Protestants. 1 
Such a f i gure might be taken to indicate a very low inter-
fa ith marriage r a te in the United States. A New Haven, 
Conne cticut, s tudy by Hollingshead, however, reported only 
7 4 . 4 perc ent of the Protestants to be married to Protestants. 
I n the same s t udy, 93.8 pero0nt of' the Roman Catholics and 
9'7 .1 percent of' the Jewo v,ere married to persons of' their 
ovm i'a 1th. 2 
In a study by Father John L. Thome.a, it is concluded 
a f t e r exan;ining the available data that close to one•hal.f of 
a l l Roman Catholics in this country have .found their matrimo-
nial mates in recent years outside of their church. Approxi-
mately three out of five suoh cases are valid marriages, 
thut is, performed in oomplianoe with the requirements of 
the church and sanctioned by it, while two out of every five 
are invalid marriages because they are not so performed and 
1i!.. E . LeMasters, Modern Courtship ~ ~-~arriage (New 
York: The MacMillan Company, o.195?), P• 335. 
2 Ib1d. -
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s anotioned. 3 
A study of interfaith marriages involving members of 
the United Lutheran Churoh in America was made several 
years ago by the Re·v. Harold c. Letts, of the Illtheran Board 
of Socia l Missions , and James Bossard, of the University of 
Pen..'1.Sy l vania . Data on 382 Lutheran congregations showed 
that, for the years 1946-1950, more than one-half {58 per-
cent) of t he Lutherans who married found their mates outside 
of tJ:,.1::lir church. Of all such Lutherans, one out of every 
five marrie d a Roman catholic, close to another fifth mar-
ried non- church members, and about three-fifths married mem-
bers of other Protestant churches. 4 
Al t hou gh marriage records including the religious af-
filiation question have been available for the state of 
Iowa on l y since 1953, a preliminary study in 1955, by 
Chancellor and _,ionahan, reaches the following conclusions: 
a. 42 percent of all marriages involving a Roman 
Ca tholic in 1953 were mixed. 
b . Protestants in Iowa, in 1953, overwhelmingly mar-
ried within their own faith--92 percent or the hus-
bands and 91 peroent of the wives. 
c. There are s1gnif1oant differences between first 
marriages and subsequent marriages. For example, 
3 John L. Thomas, "The Factor of Religion in the 
Selection of Marriage Mates," American Sociologioal Review, 
XVI (July, 1951), 48?-492. 
4Reported in James H. s. Bossard and Eleanor Stokes 
Boll, Wh:y r.uirriages Go \'lro§:i { Ne w York I The Ronald Press 
Company, c.1958), pp-:-"79•8. 
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in first marriages, only 22 out of 100 Roman 
Catholics marry outside their faith, whereas in 
subsequen t marriages, the rate goes up to 42 out 
of 100.5 
Othe r write r s and studies reach similar conclusions. 
Clement s . Mi hanovich, \'lrit1ng in a Roman Catholic periodical 
i n Ju l y , 1 949 11 said, 11 Over 40 percent of all Catholic mar-
riages i n 1946 were mL"'{ed marriages. 116 Paul Blanshard thinks 
t hat t he re are over one hundred thousand catholic-Protestant 
marria ges i n the nat ion e very year. He says, 
There a re more t h an 100,000 priestly mixed marriages a 
ye ar in the United States and recently studies by 
p1.,i e s ts shm, not only ·that such marriages are increas-
ing z•apidly in spite of ecclesiastical pressure, but 
a lso that a very l a r g e proportion of mixed ram111es are 
los t p e rmanently to the church.? 
J ames A. Pe terson adds to this. He says, 
To t he mixed marriages performed by priests must be 
added all t h ose marriages performed by Protestant min-
iste r s and justices of the peace. This would probably 
me an t.ba.t 50 percent of catholic youth are marrying 
non-catholic mates.a 
What t hese statistical studies and conclusions tell us, 
in very simple terms, is i;ha t interfaith marriages are fre-
quently occurring phenomena today and shall probably remain so. 
5Loren E. Chancellor and Thomas P. Monahan, "Religious 
Preference and Interreligious Uixtures in Marriages and 
Divorces in Iowa," American Journal of Sociology, IXI 
( Noyember, 1955) 11 234. -
6 James A. Peterson, Education for it:trriage (New York: 
Charles Scribner's Sons, c.1956), p:-!46. 
7 Ibid. 
8 
~•• PP• 146-147. 
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Factors Leading t o the Present Situation 
As we a ttempt to analyze and evaluate the interfaith 
marr:1.ag e phenomenon and keep in mind the statistical indica-
t ions above, ,·1e n eed to attempt to answer the question v,hy 
th1s has co me about . Actually, the frequency of occurrence 
of t his pheno menon t oday is not really surpri sing when con-
sidera t i on i s g i ven to the oultural and environmental a tmos-
phere a nd milieu surrounding people today. Everywhere the 
a g e -o ld ba rriers which have separated people from one an-
other are going down. Facilitated communication has resulted 
in conta cts between people who formally nould never have aet. 
Appreciat i on, tolerance, and cordial respeot have been gained 
f or other vie~points and conv1ot1ons. All of this contrasts 
,11th the old wo rld approach in which prejudice, as well as 
geograph ic location, kept adherents o~ different relig ious 
and s ocia l g roups at a. 11 safe0 and suspicious distance f'rom 
each other . 
Today, however, there is a definitely increased fre edom 
of the ind ividual to move about and choose his own friends. 
This is, of cours e , not only true of men but of women as 
well, who now move about fre e ly- being no longer restricted 
so closely to home and family surroundings. The inoreased 
mobility o f the individual through improved transportation 
methods and work, recreation, and business associations, 
brings people into an inoreasing number of personal contaota. 
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Urba n ization has been a prime factor in this develop-
ment. Peop l e toda y are concentrated 1n larger towns and ur-
ban set tlements where the individual and the family are 
foroed int o contact wi th many different persona of different 
cultural, e t hnic, reli gious, and economio background.a, expe-
rie nce , and convict ions. This contrasts to former days when 
peop l e lived i n sroo.ller a nd more isolated communities where 
e t hnic , re lig ious, and cultural differences were less sharp, 
i f , i n many ca s e8, present at all. 9 Associated with t h is 
a lso is the anonymity 7h 1oh urba nization produces. This 
means a. breakdown in external controls and t hrows increased 
r e s pons i bil it i es upon those within the individuai. 10 
The decline i n t he use of the home and family as the 
center of a ct i vit ies and influence is also an important fac-
tor . The home has beoorne lees and less the center for recre-
a t iona l a nd socia l contacts and the setting where the young 
fami ly member8 establish and cultivate their social contacts. 
Modern i ndustrialization has done much to contribute to this 
de c line of t he family-centered life. 11 The family unit is no 
longer even remotely self•suf'f1o1ent. Children are rarely 
9Noel P. Gist and L. A. Halbert, Urban Society (New 
York: Thomas Y. Crowell Company, c.1956). 
lOJames H. s. Bossard and Eleanor Stokes Boll, One 
Marriare, Two Faiths (New York: The Ronald Press Company, 
c.i§s't , p'i):-92-93. 
11John Sirjamaki, ~ American Family!!;!~ TT1entieth 
CenturJ (Cambridge, Maas.: Harvard University Presa, o.1953), 
PP• 42 f. 
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required to oontribute to the eoonomio support ot the family 
unit. Nearly all work aotivities take the family members 
away f rom the home. Recreation and entertainment also be-
come of a s peo1al1z ed na ture taking people away from the 
home set ting , of ten as individuals and not as families. 12 
The omanoipation of women has also played an observable 
role . The f aot that many women work and attend colleges and 
univers it i e s b roadens their contacts and makes it possibl:e 
for t h em to meet men of diverse backgrounds--cultural, eco-
nomic, and relig ioua.13 
The fa ot that both young men and young women no~ attend 
ins titutions of h igher education, in ever increasing numbers, 
not only thr ows them into contact wi th people of di.ffering 
backgrounds, but also contributes to more tolerant, broad-
minded a ttitudes in general. These tend to play down differ-
ences, such as religious distinctions. 
Prevailing Attitudes 
As will be indicated in ohapter four of this paper, cau-
tion with regard to interraith marriage is being voiced by 
religious groups as well as family sociologists. Words from 
12For a disouseion 0£ the changing tunotions 0£ the 
family, see Vlilliam F. Ogburn, 1•The Changing Family," The 
Familf• XIX (March, 1938), 139-143; Margaret P. RedfieTcr; 
11 The merican Family: Consensus and Freedom," American 
Journal .2! Sooiolo&• LII (April, 1946), 1?5-183. 
13B.alph Linton, "Women in the Family," Souroebook !!l 
Marriafe and the Family, edited by Marvin B. Suasman 
(Cambr dgi';-Miss.: The Riverside Preas, a.1955), PP• 94-101. 
13 
the latter will be discussed in chapter three. However, as 
Robert Blood says, irDespite the organized oppos 1t1on to 
int er fa ith marr iage , con siderable popular support for them 
ex:i.s t s • " 14 
I n a study of 2,000 students at Michigan State 
Univ e rsity , in 194 9, Landis found that fully half of the 
2,000 \·1ou l d b e willing to marry a person of another faith, 
11 o t h er things b e ing equa l. 11 15 
Father Tho mas ~ou nd tha t over one-third of the Roman 
Catho lic students at t ending a Roman Catholic college ex-
pres sed a simi l a r willingness. 16 
I n a s t udy a t Cornell University, in the early 1940's, 
th0 f o llowing v iews a nd a ttitudes toward interfaith marriage 
aro reported: 
Pr actica lly unani mous {97.3 percent) was the opinion 
that t h ere can be a satisfying marriage between two 
Protestants of different denominations. Almost 80 per-
cent (7 9 . 9 percent) believed there can be a satisfying 
marr•i age between a Catholic and a Protestant, but only 
58.2 percent believed that there can be a satisfying 
marriag e between a Jew and a Gen tile .1'7 
Certainly s uch general attitudes help account for the 
fact that many interfaith marriages occur 1n reality, and 
14Robert o. Blood, Antici~atin& Your Marriage (Glencoe, 
Illinois: The Free Press, o.19 5), p.""'4'r." 
15~. 
16~. 
17 Lemo D. Rockwood and Mary E. N. Ford, Youth, Marria~e, 
and Parenthood (New York: John Wiley and Sons, Ina., o.194 }, 
~86. 
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llluatrates uruc h popular opinion regarding the subject which 
ls quite op t imistic with regard to the success of such mar-
ria g e s. 
Prospects for the Future 
,i i th thi s backg round 1n mind, we oan hazard a guess 
tha t t h e frequ ency of such marriages will probably not de-
crease i n t he immediate future but wi 11 a.otua lly probably 
i nc rea.n , • Bossard and Boll say, rt ••• vr e must rely on 
scat t e r ed b its o f evidence, but all that is obtainable shows 
Quite clearl y tha t t hey are on the 1norease.n18 
ather Thomas , a.f'ter examining the Roman Catholic sta-
t i sti cs , concludes that t here has b e en a steady but gradual 
i ncr eas e s i n ce 1 9 10. During tho periods of the World Wars, 
t here l'1as a c ons iderable inoreaa e, in some dioceses as high 
as 10 percent . Father Thomas predicts that there are excel-
l ent r ea sons for believing there will be a gradual and steady 
increas e or marriages between Roman Oatholioa and members or 
oth e r denomin::itions in t he .future. 19 
I n t he Lutheran study by Letts and Bossard mentioned 
befo r e , in ihich a fift een-year period was covered from 1936 
to 1 950., t he 1.'ollov1ing percentage inorease became evident. 
Grouped by f'ive-year periods, the percentages of wtherans 
18Bossard and Boll,~ Uarriage, ~ Faiths, p. 58. 
19c1ement Mihanovioh_ Gerald Sohnepp, and John Thomas_ 
Marriage and the Famil~ (Milwaukee: The Bruoe Publishing 
Company, c7I'9m, PP• 02-203. 
15 
marrying outside of their church uere 46 percent in 1936-
1940, 47 percent in 1941-1945, and 58 percent in 1946-1950.20 
Father Thomas , in predicting a continued increase aa 





National groups are gradually fusing with the host 
culture. 
Catholic and non-Catholic interaction is increasing . 
Interfa ith mar-:rziages seem to have a cumulative 
ef'f'ect. \ 
There is i n creasing individualism in the selection 
of' a marriage partner . 
The at titudes or both Catholic and non-Catholic 
young people seem to be becoming more tolerant to 
int erfaith rnarriage.21 
Along t his same line, Truxall and 14errill reaoh t wo 
oonolusions: 
e. . The population is becoming more homogeneous, inso-
far aa religious barriers to intermarriage are 
apparent ly breaking down. 
b . The possibility of marital conflict on religious 
grounds is increasing proportionately, insofar as 
more persons of divergent faiths are marrying.22 
Faotors Determining the Rate 
In addition to general factors oontri~uting to the per-
centage inorease of interfaith marriagea in this century 
20Bossard and Boll, \"fhy Marriages f!-2 Wrong, P• 59. 
21Mihanovich, Sohnepp, and Thomas, !.2.2.• ill• 
22Andrew o. Truxal and Fra.noia B. Merrill, ~rriafe and 
the Familft in American Culture (Englewood Cliffs, Newerseys 
Prentloe- arr, Ino., o.1947), P• 4~8. 
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discussed a bov e, LeMasters lists and discusses several spe-
oif io faotors ~hich may be quite significant in determining 
the r a te in a g iven a rea. His discussion followss 
a . Th e proportion of Catholics (or any other religious 
mi nority} to the total population. Thus the rate 
or Catholic i nterfaith marriage in Raleigh, North 
Ca r o lina , where Catholics comprise only 2 percent 
o f t he population, is ?6 percent, but in El Paso, 
Texas , where Catholics are a majority group, the 
interfai th marriage rate 1s not over 10 percent. 
Tho basic me chanism here seems to be opportunity 
t o find marriag e partners within your own group, 
p l u s ex posure to com•tship partners of another re-
lig iou s f'a i th. 
b . The pres ence or absence of cohesive ethnic groups 
ln the oomnunity. In such cities as E l Paso, Texas, 
the Spanish or :Mexican subculture is an additional 
fa c t or preven ting marriage of Catholics with non-
Catholios . Renee the interfaith marriage rate is 
considerably lower than one might expect. 
c. The soci oeconomic or social level of the religious 
mi n or i ty . For Catholics, Thomas found that the 
int er .f'ai t h marr iage rate in an urban oommun1 ty 
rang ed Xrom 8.5 percent in the lower income areas 
to 19. 3 percent in the higher sooioeconomio groups 
o f t he suburbs. Judging from t}?.e work of Thomas, 
23 
it s e ems that the chances of any given person marry-
i ng outside his religion depend upon his exposure 
to eligible mates from another group, plus his 
willingness to intermarry; and this latter seems 
to be pa rtially the result of his eoonomio and edu-
cational level.23 
Le!itas ters, .2.£• ill•, p. 33'7. 
CHAPTER III 
SOCIOLOGY I NTERPRETS THE PROBIEM 
Factors Conducive to a Successful Marriage 
From a general disauas1on of the practice an1. attitude 
struct u r e of American society with reg ard to interraith 
msr:i."iage ,, 1;1e n ov, tur n to a more detailed examination and 
int erpretation of' this phenomenon primarily f rom a sociolog-
ical poin t of view. 
Bef ore ex amining specific problems and difficulties in-
volved , as well as dis cussing sociological criticism and 
e valuation, the ,,riter feels it advisable first to summarize 
briefly what s oc i ologists find as the positive factors con-
tribu ting to a satisfactory marriage and enduring marital 
adju stment. This will then serve as a general background 
orientation for BilY criticism of interfaith marriage which 
wi ll be forthcoming. 
I n recent years, considerable research has gone into 
finding the correlatives for marital happiness and adjust-
ment. In the 1930 1s, two major pioneering studies were made, 
one by Terman and his assooiates 1 and the other by Burgess 
and Cottrell. 2 These studies indicate that 0 happiness" or 
1:rewis M. Terman, et al., Psycholofioal Factors in 
Marital Happiness {New Yorki" McGraw-Hll Book Co., c.W38). 
2Ernest ','! . Burgess and Leonard s. Cottrell, Jr., 
Predictinff Success or Failure in Marriage ( New Yorks 
Prentice- all, Inc.-;-c.1939). -
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"adjustment" is po3it1vely correlated with: (a) Generally 
non-neuro t ic personalit ies of the spouses; (b) Cultural 
homogeneity of t he spouses; (c} Their moral conservatism; 
(d ) Ami cable r e l a t ions bet~ een eaoh spouse and his parents; 
(e} The mar ital happiness of the spouses' parents. 3 Winoh 
a nd McGi nnis say, 1tBy 1mpl1cat1on these studies condemn ro-
mantic love a s a basis for a happy im.rriage. 114 
Harvey J . Lo cke lists several conclusions fro m a study 
made b y him ·which h e sta tes are to bo viewed as hypotheses 
for future r esea rch, yet presented as dogmatic staternents 
on the b a s i s o f h is study: 
a . '18.r i t a l adjustment ranges along a continuum ~rom 
ve r y gr eat to very little adjustment. 
b . The alienation process is generally a slow cumula-
t ion of oonfliots and disagreement, accompanied by 
t he p sycholog ical withdrawal of one or both spouses. 
c. Th e development of binding ties of affection, com-
mon i nterests a nd activities, similar attitudes 
and values, along with respect for the individual-
ity of the partner, begins prior to the marriage 
ce r emony and continues afterwards. 
d . Marital adjustment involves adaptation not only 
to t he mate, but also to the mate's parents. 
e. Sexual relations in marriage are to be considered 
in terms of conflict, or laok of conflict, between 
the behavior of the individual and cultura l values. 
r. There is no r elationship between the presence or 
a bsence of children, or the size of the family, 
a nd me.r1 tal adjustment. 
3Robert F. Winch and Robert ,ic01nn1s, editors, .arr1age 




g . r,13.rita l adjustment is assoolated Vlith directorial 
a b ility , as measured by the ready acceptanoe of re-
s ponsibility, strictness in dealing with ohildren, 
lead e r s h i p , the ability to make decisions readi ly, 
d etermi na tion , and not being too easily 1n.f'luenoed 
by o t h ers. 
h . P:i.arita l a d j ustment is associated with a general 
pe rsonality pattern 0£ adaptability. 
i. Th e ca pac 1.ty t o g ive and receive affe ction, as 
measured b y replies to questions on a f rect1onate-
n ess a nd d emonstration of af'feotion, is associated 
\Jith success i n ma r riage. 
j . So ciab i lity , or t he t enden c y to join i t h oth ers 
'.for c ompanioW3h ip, is highly associa t ed with mari-
t al ad justme n t . 
k . Conve nt i onality is high l y associated i th marital 
ad j us tment. 
1 . The companionship family , defined as having inti-
mate commu nica tion, sympathetic understanding, com-
mo n inte~esta, mutual respect on the basis of 
e qua l ity, demo cratic behavior, and sha r ed rathe r 
than ind i vidualistic behavior, is highly associated 
with mar i ta l adjus~nent. 
rn . Ce r tai n economic factors, suoh as e con omic security 
a nd sta bility, certain values associated with home-
mak i ng, apprec i ation of the efforts of the husband 
to p rov ide for the needs of the family, apprecia-
t ion o f the work o f the wife in homemaking , and 
o t her variables related to economic factors, are 
a ssocia t ed with marital adjustment. 
n . The ga i n ful e mployment of the wife outside the home 
i a not associnted with marital adjustment or malad-
jus t men t.5 
LaMa.s 'ters lists the f ollovling suggestions as possible 
criteria ?e r a happy, aucceasf'ul marriage: 
a. The p otentials for growth or maturation in eaoh 
5s u mmarized from Harvey J. Locke, Predicting Adjustment 
in ?.$8.rriage: A Comparison of a Divorced and a Happily ~..tarried 
Group ( New York: Henry Holt and Company, ci":1~51), pp. 358-366. 
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partner are at least partly aohieved. 
b. There is a mutually satisf'ying relationship between 
the married couple and their parental families. 
c. I n a good marriage there is love for children and 
a desire to rear a ramily. 
d . I n our nooiety, a suco0ssf'ul marriage has to be 
adaptable. 
e . The husban d and wi f e, and their children, look to-
1ard the home for t heir deepest satisfaotione.6 
I n h is book, Education _£2£ Marriage, James A. Peterson 
indicates tha t happiness in marriage depends in part on the 
maturity of t he individuals conoerned and in the way the 
configurat ion of personality of each partner meeta the needs 
of the other in intimate commun1oat1on. Adjustment ~ ithin 
marriage also d epends upon the way the attitudes, values, 
and rol es of ea ch matches those o~ the mate.? 
Peterson a lso lists and discusses several factors which 
ought to be considered in making a wise marriage choice. As 
primary £a ctors, he d iscusses mental sex dif.ferences, social 
class, age d 1f£erenco, inter-racial and interfaith marriage, 
and r ecreational oho1oes. 8 
By regarding mental sex differences as an important 
factor, Peterson refers to the need to explore one•a own 
6E • .E! . I'3 Maflters, 1,iodern Courtship and Marriage ( New 
York: Tbe Macmillan Company, c.1957), pp:--"232-236. 
7 James A. Peterson, Education for Marriage ( New York: 
Charles Scribner's Sons, o.1956), p:-I35. 
8 Ibid., PP• 136-154. 
21 
attitudes touard the role of the woman and the man in mar-
riage. This is necessary since wo are presently living in 
a period of transition in the roles of men and women, with 
some t r e nd tovJard equality but \71 th stereotypes remaining. 
Deois i ons, with regard to family authority, would enter in 
he r e. 9 
Soc i a l c lass oan become quite significant as a factor 
i n wi se marriage choice. In concluding his discussion, 
Pe terson says, 
Alt_ough a great many heterogamous marriages take 
p l a ce , thoy are often replete with irritation and oon-
Zlic t . In general, the adjustment in such marriages 
is no t so sa t i s factory as in those in which class 
i nes a r e not orossed.10 
.Tu ch has been said on the subject of age and wise mar-
riage ch o i ce . Peterson's apt summary conclusion, regarding 
tho age to marry and age differences, 1s that marrying ei-
t h er ver y you ng or very late, or marrying when there is a 
large age difference, may be quite hazardous and, therefore, 
should be considered with that much more oare. 11 
Pet erson counsels against both inter-racial an.d inter-
faith marriages prima~ily because o:f social disapproval and 
societal pressures o:f many kinds which are brought to bear 
upon individuals who oontraot auoh a marriage. Incurring 
9Ib1d •• pp. 136-138. 
lOibid., PP• 138-141. 
llib1d. • P• 142. 
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such a marriage si~ply increases the possibilities for prob-
lems of' various kinds • 12 
Peterson also regards recreation as a significant fac-
tor in 1ise marriage choice. Since the use of leisure time 
1~ generally believed to be important in Amerioa, Peterson 
says, 11 Young peopl e need to assess very carefully their re-
creational backgrounds and activities to be sure of common 
int erests af'ter me.rriage. 1113 
Peterson a lso suggests as important a oonsideration of 
economi c factors , such as economic security and the use of 
money u y the fami l y . Associated wi th this would be a con-
sideration of the occupational pursuit of the male--the de-
gr ee of stress associated with the vocation, requirements 
of the vocation in hours and mobility, and general attitudes 
associated with specific vocations. 14 
Out of all this we can aoe that the factors relating to 
a successful marriage certainly are multiform, with one or 
more in g ivGn cases carrying more weight and influence than 
others . Although some writers have rated one factor more 
highly tha n others , genera.1 agreement is often lacking. But 
when a ll conceivable factors are included, it is possible to 
speak generally ooncern1ng £actors which contribute to marital 
12Ibid., pp. 143-152. 
13Ib id • , p. 154. 
14Ib1d., PP• 136-165. 
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success. In broad summary, we can say that two persons 1n 
marriage must look for and maintain mutual interests, aspi-
rations, a nd goals bas ed upon a background relatively simi-
l a r with regard to family life patterns and happiness, 
clas s leve l, e t h n i c origins, and religious feeling. As 
each s eeks to enrich the life of the other, they need to 
realize that su c cess in marriage is a cooperative effort 
a nd can be a chieved only through such effort over a period 
of time . This means the couple must be adaptable and will-
ing to g i ve up a mea s ure of personal freedom in exchang e 
f o r the element of togetherness, which 1s one of the perma-
nen t values of marriage. 15 
Very sign ificant in the success of marriage is the con-
genia l ity of the tv10 persons. Adams and Packard say: 
This cong eniality must be built upon the things they 
have in common. The more things they have in common 
a nd the fewer the differences, the greater the like-
lihood of congeniality •••• The success of a mar-
riage depends upon the total adjustment the two per-
sonalities can m.qke to each other. Even where couples 
a re highly compatible, far-reaching adjustments must 
be made. When to the normal dif.ferenoea you add fun-
d amental differences of background, the sheer problem 
of adjustment will add a severe strain to the union.16 
15Judson T. Landis and Mary o. Landis, Buildinf a 
Successful Marria~e {Englewood Clif.fs, New Jersey:rentice-
Hall, Inc., c.194 ), p. 2. 
16c1i.f.ford R. Adams and Vanoe O. Paokard, How to Pick 
a Mate (New York: E. P. Dutton and Company, Inc-:-;-c:I946), 
p.139. 
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Analysis of Interfaith 'arriage 
Motivation and sources 
From a g enera l discussion of factors relating to a 
predi c tab l e successf'ul marriage, we now return to a more 
scient i f ic d i s cus sion of' our topio. However, before we 
consid e r t he i rm er dynamics of an interfaith .,,e.rriage and 
sooi ologi oal a nalysis thereof, it is helpful and necessary 
to i nv e s t i gate what is at the basis of such marriages--
what are t h e mo tivations and specific sources. In the pre-
c ed i n g chapt er, ~,e stated some of the general factors com-
pos 1ng a s o cial climate oonduoive to such a phenomenon as 
an int e r fa i th marriage . Nov,, however, we need to consider 
somewhat mor e spe cifically :f"actors both psycho logical and 
sociolog ical wh ich are behind a given marriage of an inter-
faith na t ur e . 
Wi t h regard to the personal psychology of individuals 
cont ro.ct ing an interfaith marriage, there are some observa-
tions which have been made which are not only interesting 
but probably carry some validity as well. Although not 
universally appl1oable to all persons involved in an inter-
faith marriage, yet they may be helpful in understanding 
some o~ the reasons behind a given interfaith marriage 
which presents itselr. 
James Bossard and Eleanor Boll says 
Interraith marriages are orten made by persona who 
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a r e of the rebe l lious type or who are in a state or 
rebellion at the time. Th is may be a rebellion 
agains t t he par ents, their kins.folk, their sooial or 
national g r oup o r i gin, t h0ir traditional culture, or 
ooc1et y in genera l. To marry across the line becomes 
a symbol of t h e i r defiance, conaoiously exalted by 
them as evi dence of the ir " emancipation." l"I 
In a study by Slotk in and Resnik, the following .find-
ings recarding the persona lities o f' those who make out-
marriages are stated : 
a . The unor ganized or demoralized person, a product 
of' the deteriorated areas of o1t1es where people 
d o not conform t o t he cultural standards of the 
larger s ocie ty. 
b. The pr omiscuou s person, who looks outside his own 
gr oup f or oaaua l oontaots that sometimes lead to 
marriag e . 
o. The adventurous par son, Tiho is stimula t ed b y the 
n0n and d i fferent. 
d . Th e detached. person, out o'f'.f from his own group 
a nd 1ith l it ·i.-;lo opportunity to marry P ithin it. 
e . The rebel lious p erson, who turns agai nst his o~n 
cult ure a nd d e f i antly adopts another. 
f . The mar ginal p erson, who marries for superior 
sta tils f or h imself or children and who remains 
mar g inal to bo th his own and the new group. 
g . The acculturated person, who has come to value 
t h e char a cter or t h e dominant group as superior. 
h . The eman cipated p erson, who haa lost those traits 
of' h is own group that are an obstacle to lnter-
marriage.18 
11 James H. s . Bossard and Eleanor Stokes Boll, Why 
.. ~rr 1afes Go tJrong ( New York: The Ronald Press Company, 
o.1958, p-;-84. 
18Reuben B. Resnik, "Some Sooiologioal Aspeots of 
Intermarriage of Jew am Non-Jew," Sooial Poroea, XII 
(Ootober, 1933), 94•102; J. s. Slotkin, 6 Jew1sh-Oent1le 
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Outside of some general persona.lity and psychological 
factors, whi ch in g iven cases nay be motivational in con-
tracting a n interfaith marriage, there are certain attitu-
dinal and cu ltural patterns with regard to marriage in gen-
eral o h ich a re significant, frequently when f'ound in combi-
nation . Boss ard and Boll say: 
Modern methods do not always me.ke for wise choice of 
11f'elong matri monial partners. The current emphas es 
often are upon success in party-giving, dancing, 
sports , pet ting , and t he skillful manipulation of a 
pa tois tha t in our day was called a 0 good line.» There 
tends to be an impersonality about present-day court-
s h ip such as one finds in other aspects of social 
11:te . • • • Mn ny young people tend to chaos e t he ir 
matrimoni a l partners in the same ,·,ay they buy a car--
,.,1 thou t ever looking under the hood. Both car and 
rnate urust be streamlined.19 
Wha.t t he authors are saying is t ha t frequently considera-
t ion is not g ive n to more basic things such as a person's 
cu l tural and relig ious background. Superf'ioial items be-
oome primary criteria. 
Sirja rna.ki lists two value con.figurations which summar-
ize American attitudes toward marriage in general. The seo-
or.d of them is more relevant to our present discussion. 20 
Intermarriage in Chicag o," American Sooiolofiioal Review, 
VII (February, 1942), 34-39, quoting James • S. Bossard 
and Eleano r s . Boll, One fit9.rria,e, Two Faiths ( New York: 
The Ronald Press Company, c.195 ), ji'p:" l00-101. 
19Bossard a nd Boll, Q!!! Uarriage, !!2, Faiths, pp. 62-63. 
20The f'irst is "that .Americans regard 11Brriage aa a 
major life-goal, for men quite as much as women, because 
it provides a more mature and satisfying existence than does 
s 1ngle status." John Sirjamak1, The .Amerioan Family in the 
Twentieth Century (Cambridge, Masi:: Harvard University -
Press, c.1953), P• 5~. 
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It 1a, that to en.sure a satisfying and happy marriage, a 
marriage should be based on mutual affection and free choice 
of spouaes. 21 This is something held to very tenaciously 
by Ame r ican young people. !f there 1s any .kind of attempted 
home influen ce, or pressure, such young people may rebel 
against such an accepted standard as marrying within one's 
religious group . 
As an out growth of the mutual affection and free-choice 
criteria f or marriage mentioned above, we have the American 
dating s ystem whi ch is supposed to lead to a wise, compati-
ble selection of ~ate. 22 However, at present, there is one 
divorce for every four new marriages. Sirjsmsk1 says: 
Ei ther t he wrong persons marry eaoh other, or they 
know e a ch other's nature so little or so wrongly at 
the outset that t hey cannot build a mutually satisfy-
ing marriage.23 ._ 
I n discussing reasons for the 1nadequaoy of the mech-
anism of mate selection, S1rjsmak1 states, as one possible 
re ason, that romantic love is not always a stable basis for 
marriage . Also, dating does not provide couples with an in-
vari ably reliable opportunity to become well acquainted with 
each other as persons and, therefore, to gauge each other's 
potentialities for marriage aoourately.24 He says: 
Dating tends, in brief, to train young people for 
2 1Ibid. 





corop&nion ship more than it does for marriage. Thus, 
it develops their physical charm, friendliness, self-
assu rance, and gaiety, which are undoubted assets of 
personality, bu t do not exhaust the adequate criteria 
of selection of marriage partners.25 
In brief , t h e dating system and the criteria for mate se-
lection are of ten neither basic nor complete enough. 
Clo ~ely associated with the above is the younger age-
ut-marr iage today with a concomitant probable lack of ma-
t urity an d sound judgment. Concerning the trend toward 
younger age-at-m~rriage, Bossard and Boll have the follow-
i n g to say: 
Bac:k in 1890, wh en life began theoretically so much 
earlier for tbe young, the average man ma.rried shortly 
efter be t u rned twenty-six. Today be marries at 
twenty-two. The average young woman, in 1890, married 
at twenty-two; today sh e !Ilarries at twenty. 
11..nother i ndicatlqn o.f' ·what is happening can be seen 
from comparisons in specific a ge groups. According to 
t he most recent United States census returns, the pro-
portion of men at a ges tuenty to twenty-four yoara who 
a r e married almost doubled during the fifteen-year 
period from 1940-1955. The change in percentage mar-
ried waa from rzl percent in 1940 to 51 percent in 1955~ 
For women in the sa..'lle a ge period and during the same 
fifteen-year period, the proportion married increased 
from 51 percent in 1940 to 69 percent in 1955. Even 
more strik ing are the changes for the age group fif-
teen to nineteen years old. For boys, the percentage 
increased from 1.7 percent to 3.3 percent; for girls, 
from 11 percent to 17 percent.26 
Not only does young age-at-marriage probably mean a 
lack of mature judgment but also may mean that, at thia time 
of life, religion is least 1m9ortant to the minds of such 
26 
Bossard and Boll, 2.!:.!, Marriage, !!2, Faiths, P• 6. 
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individua ls. 'I'h:l s 1s to say ·chat, although religion in 
general and denominational affiliation in particular may 
not seem i mportant at the time of marriage, this does not 
mean 1 t 1vill always remain so, ei th.er for the 1nd1 vidual or 
the couple . Gon cerning thi s point, Rockwood and Ford say: 
'l'he period of' courtship o.ften coincides with the period 
of minimum interest 1n the church. At'ter marriage, es-
pe c i all y i.f t b.ey have children, the couple may awaken 
to a n ew sense of religious values. If their religious 
backgrounds are too divergent, their sense of spiritual 
al ien a tion may be a detriment not only to tbe marital 
r el a t i onsh ip but also to their relationships with their 
ch i l dren .27 
It is int eresting to note that young people willing to 
con t r a c t an i n terfaith marriage, at least theoretically, do 
express certain cautions. Although there is a general op-
timism and pervasive idea that love will somehow conquer 
all, an u ndorly1n3 sense of danger is usually present in 
peopl e . In t he Cornell study ref'0rred to before, some 
qualifying statement s 0y the people interviewed, regarding 
the predictable success of Protestant-Roman Catholic and 
Jew- Ge::-i t i le mt-tr'riage, are interesting in this regaro. They 
indicat e doubts and reservations of'ten of a very strong na-
ture., yet , paradoxically, this did not keep an extremely 
high percentag e from saying they felt satisfying interfaith 
marriages were possible. I quote from the Cornell study as 
reported in Youth, Marriage,~ Parenthood, by Rockwood 
27Lemo D. Rockwood and Mary E. N. Ford, Youth, Marriage, 
and Pare~thood (New York: John Wiley and sons, Inc., c.1945), 
pp:- 88-8 . • 
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and Ford: 
a . Typical qualifying remarks of Protestant young 
people: 
l. Depends on the couple. 
2 . Depends on what they decide about the 
children. 
3 . For a Catholic and Protestant or a Jew and 
Gentile to marry is asking for trouble. 
4 . Yes , if they start married lif'e in a new 
place. 
5 . Yea, if they are willing to sacrifice thei r 
religions. 
6 . The Catholic-Protestant marriage has the 
least chance. 
7 . 11. Catholic-Protestant or Jewish-Gentile 
marriage could be successful only if there 
aro no chil dron . 
8 . Yes, if they respect each other's views. 
9 . Yes , provided one is converted to the reli-
gion of the other. 
10. Yes, if social pressure does not cause Wl• 
happiness. 
11. I have seen it done. 
b. Roman Catholic young people: 
1. Yes, but only if one will change to the 
other's belief'. 
2. If a definit~ a greement can be made as to 
which faith the children will be reared in, 
I believe a satisfactory marriage oan be 
made between a Catholic and a Protestant. 
3. If neither is too devout. 
4. Depends on the persons involved and their 
f'amilies. 
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c. Jewish young people: 
1. Yes, if neither is deeply religious. 
2 . ~o, too dangerous to risk. 
s . A deep affection oan survive religious dif• 
fe rences. 
4 . De pends on the persons, the attitudes of 
their families, the depth or their religious 
b eliefs, and whether or not they have chil-
dren. 
5 . It -.,ould be di1'f'1oult but oould be aooom-
plishe d if t h e individuals were courageous 
a nd tolerant. 
6 . ily brother is married to a Gentile and they 
are very happy.28 
Ca uses of c o n?li ot and breakdown 
As Me ana l y ze t h e act ual dynamics of an interfaith mar-
riage no11 , s pecif ically from the viewpoint of' !'actors relat-
ing to confl i ct a nd actual breakdown, we are able to rely 
on cons iderabl e soc1olog ioal analysis and data. We now allao 
approa ch , mo r e specifically, the actual religious factors of 
confli c t found in interfaith ~arriage. 
I t 1~ neces sary at the outset that we describe and un-
derstancl the concept of II culture, 11 and more speoifioally o~ 
a 11 subculture" within society, since religious denominations 
are viewed in this paper as "subculture" within broader so-
ciety. Actually, we have been using the oonoept of culture 
or society all along as ~e have described certain attitudes 
28 Ibid., PP• 86-8'7. 
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and atmosphere f a irly universal and generally prevalent in 
the mind s of American people. "Culture" refers simply to a 
way o f' l i fe, d evelop ed by a particular sooiety or grouping 
of peop l e , i;;h ich is expressed not only in wha. t the people 
produce but a lso in their manner of doing and approaohing 
things--the i r a ttitudes and ideals, their interpretation of 
and approach to phenomena. Of course, aulture is extremely 
variab l e . And to speak of suoh a broad oonoept a e the 
" Amer•ican cul t u re, " is to speak 1n the most general of 
terms. It is bocauao of this great diversity present in our 
society that i t is n ecessary to speal< of' something more spe-
oifie in tor ms of a 11 subculture 11 --"a distinctive set of be-
havior patterns adhered to by a subgroup within a large and 
heterogeneous society, such aa the United Ste. tes. 1129 Here 
no t on l y d o trn s peak o f the rural subculture, the southern 
subcu lture, the various subcultures of ethnio groups, etc., 
but we also speak of religious or denominational subcultures. 
Although r e ligious subculture groups, such as Roman 
Catholics, Lutherans, Pent0costals, eto •• share most of the 
basic cultural patterns or their broader society, 1n oertain 
specific areas they are d1st1notive. Thus, to be a 
Methodist, a Christian So1ent1st, a Pentecostal, a Lutheran, 
or a Jeu, is in most cases to come from a decidedly differ-
ent cultural background, each with its own d1st1not1ve 
29 LeMasters, .5?,2• ~- • p. 17. 
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elemen ts which have been at work forming the personality or 
the ind i vi dual adherent: 
a . One d enominational orientation may oause an indi-
vidua l t o t h ink of sex genera lly and speoifioally 
as inherently evil. 
b. Another may regard drinking , whether in moderation 
or excess , to be sinful. 
c. Another may regard recourse to any form of medioal 
or surgical help as contrary to God's design. 
d. Anot her may view all forms of com:nercial entertain-
1 ent a s sinful. 
e . F or· a n o ther, birth oontrol or planned parenthood 
is a.gains t God's plan f'or man. 
f . For ano ther, Sunday reoreation is failing to sano-
t ify the h oly day. 
g . For a no t h er, dancing is impure. 
h . Ono denomination may stress authoritarianism. 
L Another may make individualism a virtue. 
As we view any given religion or denomination within 
Christe ndom, v;e oan describe it according to t!'lree primary 
manif'es tat ions: 
n . ~aoh has its creed or dootrinal formulations. 
b . Ea ch has its oultus or pattern of worship and de-
votional praot1oes. 
c. Each has its oulture or relationship to the lite 
and environment in whioh 1t finds itself. 
It is this latter manifestation whioh .frequently looms· so 
important in interfaith marriage problems. Specific doc-
trines, or teachings of denominations (aspects of oreed and 
oultus), are often not nearly so important in oons1dering 
the dangers of an interfaith marriage, as are bas io 
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attitudes inherent in a denomination's philosophy and it■ 
general approach to life (oulture) which motivates the daily 
interaction of tho individuals involved. 
With the preceding general background in mind• we oan 
proc eed t o a mor e detailed analysis of spec1fio problem 
areas en countered in an interfaith marriage. In this analy-
sis and criticism. we shall consider interfaith marriage pri-
marily from a sociological point of view. It will become 
evident that p roblerr~ arise in interfaith marriages. not so 
much f rom conflict and argument over speo1fio dootr1nea as 
from gener a l attitudes and approaches toward aspects of 
everyday living ~hich have been molded and conditioned by 
one 's genera l r e l igious orientation. Although different in-
terpretati ons o f the doctrines or predestination. or the 
11 Rea l Pres en ce" in the Lord's Supper. may in given cases en-
ter into the problem, such disagreements may be merely symp-
tomatic of ot her difficulties. More important than official 
theological dif ferences, considered by themselves, is the 
general cultural, familial. and geographic-environmental 
background which denominational affiliation may refleot. 30 
Paul Landis supports this view when he aayas 
The problems which interfaith marriages encounter are 
30speoif1c dootrinea may be a s1gnit1oant disruptive 
faotor when. for example, a Roman Catholic is involved who 
does not recognize the Christian faith of the partner. al-
though a member of another Christian denomination. or wiahea 
to carry out the implioations of a doctrine such as that re-
lated to birth control. 
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not, as we mi ght suspect, primarily the result of con-
s tant clashes in religious discussions. They are more 
frequently the outcome of differenoea over ohlld train-
ing and over gonoral values in life. Reli gion has an 
influ ence over far more than the spiritual life of its 
adherents .31 
Roy Bs.ber s peaks similarly when he says: 
A co m-n on error is mnd0 in the assumption that two young 
people of different religi ous faiths are dirferent only 
in their r e ligious beliefs. Far more than that is in-
volved . Catholic and Protestant youth, for example , 
mi f",.b t have ver y similar theological viev,s ancl yet be 
far apart in certain basic attitudes. The concentra-
tion of authority in one church versus individual de-
cisl ons in the other, the teachings of each church on 
the subject of birth control, church p ronouncements on 
how chi l dren of m1xerl marriages shall be ra1sed-- these 
a nd simi l ar items oan oause much trouble . 32 
~s w0 d iscuss and delimit speeif1o areas of difficulty 
ar13 1n~ with :1.n a marriage , boos.use of its interfai th nature, 
.e shall £o lloTI the categor ies of James A. Peterson • • e 
suggests four prob lem areas: 
a . The prob l em of familJ participation. 11here will 
the family woreh1p?3 
b . Th0 problem of family planning . 
c . The p roblem of the religious pressure of in-laws . 
d . Culture and style of llfe.34 
3 1Pa.ul H. Landis, r.fa.kin~ ~ Jlost 2! Marriage ( New York: 
Appleton- Century- Crofts, Inc . , c . 1955), P• 1?4. 
32Ray E . Baber, !Jarriage ~ 2 Family ( New York: 
M0Grn~1- H111 Book Company, Inc., o.1939) , PP• 100- 101. 
33r eterson lists three generalizations in this regard: 
(a) A row individuals are converted. to thd spouse ' s faith; 
(b) Many drop out or religious groups altogether; ( o) Chil-
dren tend to go with the mother to the church of her ohoioe. 
34 Peterson,~• _ill. , PP• 150-151. 
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'I'he ?irst problem area, that of family participation, 
makes a significant presupposition, namely, that children 
usua lly and eventually will be involved as a product of a 
marriage . This immediately suggests one of the primary 
sources or conflict . Although no studies have been made on 
childless inter•i'a1th niarriages, Judson T. IJind1e suggests 
that such marriages would probably have no higher percentage 
of dis s olution than intrafaith marriages, other factors be-
ing equa i . 35 Two adult people will frequently be able to 
mak e a n ad jus t ment or compromise of some sort, ~1th regard 
to r e l igious d ifferences which do not apply satisfactorily 
to a s it at i on in which children are involved. 
Her e t he basic auestion of the denomination in which 
the child ren s hould be tI'ained arises immediately. Should 
th ch ild be educated in public or parochial schools? Fi-
nally, ha t about oonr1rmation instruction? Even general 
child - r earing practices are somewhat conditioned by various 
r el i g ious orientations . 
Concerning the problem of children 1n an interfaith 
marriage , Bl a ck says, 11 Children present the greatest ohnl-
lenge t o those who enter mixed marriages. 036 He mentions 
35Judson T . Landis , .. Marriage of tJlxed and Non- ,ll.xed 
Religious Faith, " American Sooiologloal Review, XIV (J'une,. 
1949), 401- 4 06. 
36Algernon D. Black,!!! Marry outside !Y Religion 
(Washington: Publlo Affairs Press, o.1954), Pamphlet No. 
204, p. 23. 
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two major aspect s of the problem: 
a . The ps y chological welfare of a child, his emotional 
and mental health, are fundamentally dependent upon 
the s ec.,'1.lr i ty of the home, the strength of the mar-
r iage , an d t h e ways 1n which the parents work to-
gether f or the child's welfare •••• If the par-
ents a r e i n conflict over religion, or f eel guilty 
at huvin g married outside their faith, the reli-
gious f a c t or oan play havoc with the welfare of the 
ch ildr en. 
b . The r e l i g iou3 training o f the children can b e come 
ground f or co nfli ct and division. This is no sim-
p l e matter unless both parents eventually embrace 
the same f ait h .:57 
Closely a s s o cia t ed v,ith the above discussion of family 
re l i g ious partic ipa tion, and a ctually preceding i t, i s the 
s eoo nd p rob l em area , t hat of family planning or limitation. 
Ii/h at about conception of ch ildren in the first p lace? Here 
t he pri mar y qu estion i s the one o? birt h oontrol and planned 
parentho od . Shal l con traceptives be used to p r eve n t the oc-
ourr nco 0 £ chil dren a t all? Shall contraceptives be used 
for d e s irab l e s paciug and limiting of children in the family? 
Or , d oes a ny r e course to contraceptive mea sures conf lict wi t h 
church dic tum or Scriptura l injunction? Her e , c f course, the 
Roman Catholi c Church has speci fic r egulations prohibiting 
any unnatural. con traoepti ve devices or praoti oes. Most 
Protestants have laid down no laws concerning the question. 38 
3? Ibid. 
S8For a recent book on the subjeot by a Protestant 
(w.theran) seminary professor, the reader is referred to 
Alfred M. Rehwinkel, Planned Parenthood and Birth Con trol 





but leave it to the individual conscience while perhaps 
Placing the individual decision within a oertaln Christian 
framework of r es ponsibility. 39 
The third p roblem area, that of the relig ious pressure 
of the fami l y systems involved, is also a very real one. 
Al though a couple may think idealistically that they are the 
people getting married and no one else matters or enters in 
the r elationsh i p , it is difficult, if not impossible, to 
eliminate family presoure and influence. Bossard says that 
even the d etails of the arrangement for the wedding and es-
tablishment o.f a nevi household are apt to create conflicts 
and tensions . He says, ttitany interfaith marriages stumble 
or fall on the roadblocks or kinsfolk inter.ference. 1140 
In marriage , not only two individuals are involved but 
t wo whole fami lies and kinship systems are brought together. 
Loya lties to one's family baokg round are not easily ignored, 
even if a person desires to do so. Family displeasure and, 
perhaps , even interference of some sort oan be extremely dis-
ruptive to a marriage, and will be likely to occur if the 
39rt is interesting to note that in a study by Friedman 
at the University of Michigan, on the use ot contraoeptives, 
?1 percent o f Roman Catholic women admitted using some ~orm 
of contra ceptive measures, both those condoned and condemned 
by the Roma n Catholic Church. This compared to 86 percent 
and 8 9 percent for Protest.ant and Jews respectively, citing 
D. V. Varley, al.ass lecture, Sociology 116, University of 
Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan (March 19, 1958). Lecture 
notes in the possession of Ronald L. Johnstone, writer of 
this thesis. 
40aossard and Boll, Why Marriages !!2, Wrong, P• 85. 
-
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familie s are staunch in their religious and denominational 
convic tions . 'rhi s will be heightened if there are ala o 
strong eth n ic or c lass ties intertwined with denominational 
elemen ts. Black says: 
Al though ramllies, churches, and conmunities have only 
a n indirect influence, they can do DllOh either to com-
pllcat0 and i n jure or to support and further the happi-
ness of those concerned.41 
The rourth problem area, which speaks of the dif'ferencee 
of culture and s tyle of life, is in reality the general prob-
lem surrounding all the more spec1f1o oausee of difficulty, 
and has been r eferred to frequently in the preceding discus-
sion. Concerning this oategory, Peterson says: 
Re l igion is more than a special way of genuflecting or 
subscribing to creeds. It involves a whole oluater of 
a ttitudes and values. One ohurch may use raffles and 
di oe games to raise money and a church not far from 
it may preach against gambling. The Protestant ohuroh 
may ha ve a large dinner serving turkey or a roast on 
Friday night but the Catholic partner cannot attend 
that dinner. During Lent some Protestants deny them-
s e lves some luxury, while others do not •••• In 
these and hundreds of other ways religion is a strong 
cultura l force in determining not only religious be-
liefs but specific family and personality rituals and 
attitudes. Interfaith couples need to be aware of the 
many ways in which their religious background reflects 
a way of life.42 
In an effort to sun:nnarize and tie together much of the 
above , I shall quote at length• from Bossard and Boll, as 
they summarize the idea of the subcultural in.f"luence of 
one's relig ious background upon an interfaith nerriage. 
41Black, 2,.2• ill•• P• 37. 
42Peterson. ill• ill• 
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a. An i n terfaith marriage is really an interoultural 
ma r r io.ge . It co'!lbines two people, in what is ex-
pec t od t o be a lifelong relationship, who have 
d:l ffer0nt i d eas abou·t many vital r.iatters, tho have 
m~ny d if'i'oren t values, and -r::ho are duly dra\Vn to 
d :l ffering o b ligations, as well as accustomed to 
d i f .f0ren t f orms of v10rship. I.!oreover, these dif-
fer ences are apt to be deeply ingrained, so much a 
par t of ours elves as to seem as natural as the air 
we breathe . I t is that way \'Tith other aspeots of 
our cultur , like our po 11 t 1cal life, our speech, 
our i deas a b out clothing , or our dietary habits. 
I £ our r e lig ious oulture d1f rers 1n any of these 
other a s p e ots, 1 t is in the direction of being 
more dee ply i mplant ed and often more e motionally 
tinged . 
b . There are matters which dif.fer, not only between 
perso ns who are actively identified ~1th some par-
ticular church or relig ious group, but between all 
p e r sonD wh o hav e been reared in homes of some kind 
of re l igi ous persua sion. na ny persons are 
~rot e s t ant, Roman Catholic, or Jewish in their 
chnr a cte~ and outlook upon life even though they 
~il~Y be luk ewarm or even rebellious toward their 
histor i c f a i t h. In particular 1s this true of 
young peop l e in t heir marrying years. over and 
over , the rebellious skeptics of eighteen or nine-
teen develop i n to the devout fathers and mothers 
of thirty, proud of their traditional background 
•••• Relig ious coloring is deeply pervasive, 
often ope rating silently and subtly, and appearing 
i n m ny s h ades as life situations ohange. 
c . .,, rr:!.ag e involves relationships that are unique in 
tho .f 1 e ld of humsn asoooiations. It is necessary 
t o e mphas :i.ze this for two main reasons. One ia to 
mee t a criticism that has been voioed against the 
a pproach we are making here. hren't we oonstantly 
meeting , uorldng , and associating with people 1ho 
are the product of different cultures, ar.d partic-
u l a rly of different religious oultures? Dhy not 
in marriage? The answer is that rnarringe relation-
ships differ fro m those in work, play, disouss1on, 
business, and the like. As has boen said, marriage 
is life's most intimate and embracive relationship. 
It is also established with t he expectation that 
it will be or lifelong duration •••• A seoom 
distinguishing thing about marriage as a human re-
lationship is that it involves the sexual process, 
~h ich every society seeks to regulate and proteot, 
and the reproductive process, without which no 
41 
society could oontinue to exist. Thia means that 
the marriage relationship carries its own criteria 
of selootion of those with whom it is to be estab-
l ished. 
d. The s ex a spe ct of interfaith marriage has its own 
particula r s1gn1ficanoe. Unfortunately, rnost dis-
cu s sion of' interfaith marria ge speaks of' sex only 
a s it pertains to birth control •••• And this 
i s a difficult problem in many cases, creating 
t ension, disagreement, separation, and even di-
vorce. The i-•ole of sex in marriage, however, is a 
rauoh broader one than contraception and reproduc-
tion . I t i s a pervasive aspect of the marital re-
lation s h ip by which and through v,hich the married 
pair develops, expresses, and enriches its emo-
t i ona l r e lationship. This means, a mong other 
things, tha t the attitude toward sex and the emo-
tional responses of tho marital partners to each 
other a r e h i ghly important, and these are derived 
i n larg e m~asure from religious sources. 
e . The cu ltural differenoes in interfaith marriage 
invo l ve not only the r e lationship betoeen the mar-
rie d pair, but also the development of thoir chil-
dre n a nd ultimately of their children's children. 
No t i nfrequently, such marriages have their own 
meani ng f or the kinsfolk on one or both sides of 
the hous e . It will help clear thinking in this 
conne ction, as v1ell as in regard to most problems 
of f amily life, if we remember that a family is 
more than a sidewi se union of the married pair; 
it i s a lso a lengthwise union of two family 
streams, each \"11th its own biolog1oal and social 
his tory. Few married people live in a vacuum so 
f ar as their lcinsfolk are concerned. It is only 
t h a t many young people think they do at a fleeting 
period in their lives.43 
Sociological Interpretation 
Now we turn to sociological interpretations of experi-
enoed and predictable suocess of interfaith marriages. Cer-
tainly, not all nerriagea fail. Some people apparently 
43aossard and Boll, Why Marriages Q2_ .rong, pp. 81-84. 
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over come or live with problems inherent in such a marriage . 
As we view t h e conc e p t of s u ocess o f inter faith marriage , 
we need b o t h to have a t hand some statistical peroentag e in-
d icat i on of s ucces s as well as some s o cio logical conclusio ns 
and e va l uat ion of t h e available data . 
I n a s tudy of 1 , 200 young people 1n Maryland, quoted in 
!!2Y!. ~ Pick ~ ~ , by Ada.ms and Packard, the young people 
wer e a s ked the re l igiou s a f filiation of their parents , as 
well as if the ir parents were cu rrently living to gether , di-
vor ced , or separa t ed. Th e f o llowing is the percentag e of 
broken ~ rr i a ges in t he ma jor religious groupings: 
a . When both pa r en t s were Jeuish--4 . 6 percent . 
b . When both pa rents we r e Ro man Cat holic- -6 . 4 percent . 
c . Vfhen bo t h parents were Pro testant--6.8 percent . 
d . Wh e n the mar ringe 
cent . 4 4 
was mixe d religiously--15 . 2 per-
Adams and Packard conclude f rom this , "In o ther -wo rds , a 
mixed r e lig i ous marriage is t wo or three t i mes more likely 
t o end in unhappiness than when the marriage is not mixed 
religiously . 11 45 
Iand1s found, in a study of parents o f Mi chigan State 
University students , t hat Roman Catho lic women married 
within the faith had a divorce rate of only 4 . 4 percent but 
those marr ied to Prot estant husbands were divorc ed half 
44Adams and Pa ckard , 22• .£!!., p. 142. 
45I b1d . 
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again as oft e n at the rate of 6.7 percent. Protestant wives 
jumped even n~re , from 6 percent, whon married to men of 
their own f aith, to 20.6 percent, when their husbands were 
Roman Catholic. 4 6 Landis says: 
We knotJ from studies of' almost 25,000 couples, that in 
rertile marriages the d ivoroe rate is three to four 
times as Breat ~or mixed marriages as for those of 
like f'ai th . 4 '7 
Le r,!asters c ites the Iowa study, b y Chancellor and 
Monahan , which found t hat Roman Catholics ms.rried to non-
Ro man Catho lics had roughly t wioe as many divorces as did 
Ronsn Ca t holics marri ed to Roman Catholics. When Roman 
Cath olics ma rr i ed within the ir own group, and it was a first 
rr..arr1n g e for both part; ies, they had 7 percent o:f all di-
vorces , even though they compris ed 18 percent of the f irst 
marriages i n I owa for the year. 48 Le Uasters concludes: 11 In 
other words , t h e unmi)ced f'irst Catholic marriages were only 
ha l f (or less) as prone to e nd in divorce as marriages 1n 
genera l . 11 49 
Ano ther study of divorce by Goode, using a random sam-
ple of divorced women in Detroit, also oited by Letlastera, 
found i nterfaith roo.rriages to be less stable than non-mixed 
46Landis, 0 Marriage of Mixed and Non-Mixed Religious 
Faith," P• 403. 
47 Paul H. Landis, For Husbands and Wives (New York: 
Appleton-Century-Crofts;'rnc., o.l95s'r," P• 96. 
48 
LeUasters, 2,£• ill•, PP• 33'7-338. 
49
~., P• 338. 
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marriages, but the author does not seem to think that reli-
gious dii'.ferenoes were a major oause of divorce in his sam-
ple. The mixture of religious backgrounds seemed to be a 
contribut ing ractor. 50 
In oppos i tion to this finding is that or Locke• who 
compared 200 divorced couples with 200 happily married cou-
ples, using a rel ative ly representative sample drawn from a 
sin le county in Indiana. He did not find religious differ-
ence s t o b e a o1gn1ficant factor 1n the divorced group. In 
fact, he f ound such differences just as often in his suo-
ceasf'ully married group. 51 LeMasters says: "This study 
leads one to be rather skeptical of the argument, not too 
rare, that •religion doesn't mix in marriage.•" 52 
Le1~sters a lso cites two earlier studies which support 
the v1e\"1 that religion plays a minor role in marital success. 
a. In 1938, Lewis Terman revealed that of the ~92 
middle-class couples studied, "religious beliefa11 
ranked twenty-seventh in the wives• complaints and 
t~enty- e ightb in the husbands• list.53 
b. In the 1939 study o~ 526 middle-class married cou-
ples, Burgess and Cottrell conclude, "Apparently, 
••• disagreements over religion ••• play only 






Terman, ~ !.!·, 2.12· cit., P• 236. 
54Burgess and Cottrell, 2,12• _ill., P• 51. 
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The above stud i es by Looke, Terman, Burgess and 
Cottroll, and some of the conclusions by LeMasters, seem to 
contradict pre vious stud ies cited, as well as the general 
inference t hroughout this paper that a mixing of' religion 
in marriage has a statistioally general negative effect. At 
least thes e stud ies raise the question of whether anything 
definite can be s a id on the matter . As with all soientifio 
stud ies of this nature , it is dii'f'ioult and hazardous to 
generalize too broadly, especially when contradictory evi-
dence and conc l usions are present. However , in justifica-
tion o f the t hesis of this paper, namely, that differences 
of re lig ious ba ckground is negatively associated or corre-
lated~ 1th oucoes~ in marriage, we must realize that the 
studies by Terman , a nd Burgess and Cottrell were early, that 
they ere no t designed to investigate the relig ious f'aotor 
::ipeci.fically, and they ref er to religious di:frere noea within 
a more na rrow definition than is done in this paper. Spe-
ci~ic d isagr eemen ts and conf'licts over religion or doctrinal 
distinctions may not be significant. But this does not mean 
that relig i ous differences stemming from attitudes, train-
ing, and background are insignificant. In faot, as previ-
ously ind icated , nx>st writers and recent studies 1ndioate 
that, when religious difrerenoes are considered :from the 
latter point or view, religious and denominational dif:fer-
ences oan be quite significant in the auooess or disruption 
of a marriage . 
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In r a ct, most recent studies indicate a proneness to 
bren kd o~n within a n interfaith marriag e which is two to four 
times as gr ea t a a i n a r e ligiously non-mixed marriage. Yet, 
when t his is sa id, i t is wis e that we pay some h e ed to the 
cau t 1.on expr es a od by Le Ma sters, 55 and beware of drawing d 1-
reo t re lation s h ip con clusions too readily. Too easily a 
one- ror- one e quation may be drawn between a marriage breakup 
and i ts 1nterfaith nature. Actually, as Black says: 
The r 011g1ous f aotor in marriage is only one among 
many. Mi s understanding and conflict between man and 
wife is no t limit ed by any means to the religious fac-
tor ~here the partners are of different traditions and 
b e l iefs . Ev en within the same faith, whether it be a 
Oatholic, a Protestant, or a Jewish marria.ge, the rela-
tionsh i ps may var y from happiness through to a cerely 
t olera b l e ma rriage and finally even to great unhappi-
ne s s a nd possibly separation. 
Differ en ces in relig ious affiliation and belief may or 
may not affect the happiness of a marriag e. As with 
o ther diffe renoes, muoh d epends on how important they 
a re in the 1ninds of the married pair. Where these in-
ter e s ts a r e not very strong or where the couple are 
u n i t ed i n a basic r e ligious outlook, or ~here their 
love is stronger than traditional loyalties, the n dif-
f eren ces in be lief or affiliation need not oause seri-
ous d i ff ioulty.56 
Ce r tain l y i t baa to be admitted that not all interfaith 
mar riages end in unhappiness. Mace studied f'ifty couples, 
whose int erfa ith marriages were seemingly quite successful, 
and tried to discover the factors which seemed to promise 
the be st results in such a marriage. He says: 
What emerged very clearly was that the suooessf'ul 
55.teMasters, 2£• ill•• PP• 245•250. 
56 Black, .21?• ill•, P• 45. 
marria ges were generally those 1~ whioh the oouples 
had carefully and thoroughly faced and explored their 
dif':ference.s beforehand. • • • The wise oouples who 
looked ahend tried to think through honestly the impli-
cations of their relationship. They faced and dis-
cus sed the problems they thought lay ahead and agreed 
tog ether on a policy to meet them. In some oases they 
rnade a careful study of each other's faith •••• 
Though they retained their own religion, ••• they un-
ders t ood. and respect ed each other's beliefs and convic-
tions . On the basis of their understanding they were 
a ble t o compos e their d ifferences as they arose. Per-
haps this i s just another way of saying that these were 
rrature people •••• At one point, hon ever, the t.esti-
mony of' these couples was significs.nt. While their 
ma1ri ag0s vere clearly success ful, most of them were 
r eady to a dmit that something was lacking. They loved 
ea uh other and found marriage satisfying. Yet they 
~ere aware~-e s pecially in their most profound experi-
ences of joy e nd o f sorrow--that at the core of their 
r e l ationship they could not be, as a couple of the 
samo faith could be, completely of one heart and of 
one mind . Th e interfaith marriage cannot soar to the 
gr eatest heights of which marriage is capable.57 
Although feo writers on the subject of interfaith mar-
riage go so f'ar as LeMas t ers, who says, "The \'1riter ls con-
vinced t ha t relig ious differences often play a rninor role 
1n interfai th marriages that fail, " 58 they all are reluc-
tant t o co n delJ'ln wholeheartedly all such marriages ~ .:!.!_• 
At t he same t i me , however, most writers make the reader 
awar e of' o. general proneness to failure of such marriages. 
Perhaps the factor cannot be isolated as a strictly reli-
gious one ; cer tainly, it also includes oultural and person-
ality differences which are related to religious affiliation; 
57David R. Mace, Success _!.!! t.13.rriage (new York: Abingdon 
Press , c.1958), PP• 121-122. 
58LeMasters, ~• ill•, P• 345. 
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yet the dang er remains. Even LeIJasters, who states that 
for t hose sociolog ists who are conmitted to cultural plural-
ism and v iew t he diversity of religious faiths in America 
a.s a b ene f i<:i a l thing, says, "At the same time, however, 
they a dmit t h a t this diversity does create problems in court-
ship and marriage. 11 59 
says : 
Along t his same line the ramily sociologist, Ray Baber, 
Re l i g ious intolerance 1s ·slowly breaking down, and it 
i s r easonable to expect that auoh artificial barriers 
wil l i n time be minimized. Until that time, however, 
i ntermarria ge between faiths involves .from the very 
first a d istinct handicap which should be assumed only 
after h onest penetrating thought has been given to its 
l mpl i ca t i ons.60 
Robe r t Harper speaks similarly, when he says: 
A ma jor f orethought, required of persons contemplating 
intermarr iage of a n y kind, is the lessened probability 
o f making a successful adjustment. Men and women cer-
t a i n ly s h ould not decrease their statistical opportu-
n ity ? or adequate marital adjustment, without being 
certa i n that enough favorable factors are present to 
counterbalanoe this generally unfavorable one.61 
Duvall and Hill regard differences among the larger 
Protestant bodies as presenting no serious problem in such 
an interfaith marriage. However, they say that the teach-
ings and expectations of certain smaller groups, such as 
Jehovah's Witnesses, Mennonites, and Seventh-clay Adventists, 
59Ib1d., P• 328. 
60
Baber, .21?.• ill•• p. 101. 
6 ¾obert A. Harper, Marriage ( New York: Appleton-
Century-Crofta, Ina., c.1949), p. 43. 
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a re so much a t variance with those of other Protestant 
groups that i ntermarriage can cause serious difficulty.62 
But even more sig nificantly, they say that rnarriage to one 
of the same denomination may also be an interf'aith marriage. 
If one is ultra-conservat ive and the other liberal, if one 
regards church as very i mportant and the other as not impor-
tant , serious clashes over religion may result. 6 3 
1'V1th this in mind, it muld seem correct to say, with 
regard to the prediotion of success or :failure of an inter-
faith marr i age , nra ch depends upon the relative strength of 
the re l igious oonvictions of the persons involved. If one 
or b o th a r e q~ite staunch in their religious convlotions, 
con.fli c t s will probably be more real. Yet, when this is 
s aid, wo need t o consider the implioations of what Paul 
Landis says of religion as a general positive influence on 
marriage . He says: 
Pow influences in a person's baokground are as impor-
tant to the aucoess or his marriage aa religion. Al-
though a grea t·deal of attention bas been given to the 
many difficulties of marriage in which the partners 
are of different raithe, even these marriages fail 
l ess often than do those in which there is no religion 
a.tall, or 1n wbioh one partner is religious and the 
other not. 
Re ligion has'more to do with the success or failure of 
the marriage than do different backgrounds in ns.tion-
ali ty, age, money, or eduoation •••• A baokground 
steeped in the Christian virtues of meekness, kindness, 
62Evelyn 11!. Duvall and Reuben Hill., Vlhen !2!! r1arr.z ( New 
York: Association Press, o.1953), p. 39. 
63~. 
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and con.~ideration f or others, helpfulness, selt-
saorifioe, and other basio human values, cannot help 
b e a ring on the suooess of a marriage as it does on 
111.'e 1 t a elf. 6 4 
In considering and evaluating int erfaith marriage, it 
wou ld b e well t o k e ep 1n mind a number of suggestions or 
prin c iples :for explorin g the interfaith marriage problem 
suggested by t he sociolog ist, E . E. Le14asters. His augges-
t ions are as f ollows: 
a . Re lig i on is on ly one factor determining marital 
a djustment. 
b . It i s certainly possible to tolerate religious 
d i f' :fe rences in marriage. 
c . I n con sidering a n interfaith marriage, it is cru-
cial t o explore non-religious areas of oompatibil-
ity: s ex, educat ional level, mutual friends, com-
mon i nterests, personality needs, sooial class 
ba ckgrounds, etc •••• It may be relatively easy 
f'or a marriag e to support religious differences it 
it does no t also have to carry a variety of other 
b a s i c differences. 
d . Landi s ' study s eems to indicate that the l'!J)Bt haz-
a r d ous mixed marriage, as far as relig ion 1s con-
cerned, may be between a devout person of any faith 
and a person with no r e lig ion at all. 
e . It is essential to consider depth and intensity of 
.faj_th in attempting to determine relig ious compati-
bility. Uere membership in some sect or denomina-
t ion often tells us very little • 
.f. It is helpful to differentiate between religious 
d iffere nce s and relig ious confliots. A man we 
know, for example, is not very religious but he ad-
mires persons who are. For this reason, this man, 
a Protestant by background, is able to live happ ily 
with his devout Catholic wife, since he ls g lad 
that his wife has the religious faith that he 
wishes he had. This oouple, in other words, have 
a deep religious difference, but no religious oon-
fliot. 
64Landis, ~ Husbands !!!S_ Wives, p. 9?. 
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g . I n considering an interfaith ma.'rriage, the writer 
believes it to be more important than ever to be-
come well acquainted with eaoh other's ra~1ly and 
t o have their support in your marriage. 
h. I t i s es sential that the religion or the ohildren 
be ca r efully considered before an interfaith mar-
riage takes place.65 
As a summar y con olusion of the sooiological evaluation 
of i nterfaith marriages, I list four basic conclusions by 
Bos s o.r d and Bo l l f'rom t heir book, ~ Uarriage, !!2, Faiths: 
1'70. 
a . Each marriage and each family situation is unique 
a nd d i fferent from every other one. 
b . A mixed marriage adds to the soope and variety of 
p rob l ems i n any given oase. 
c . The prob l ems of mixed marriage, like those or all 
marriages , a re both changing and persistent. That 
i s t o say, the conflicts between the marital part-
ner s that grow out of differences in religious 
backgrounds -manifest themselves in changing forms 
as the y ears go by. 
d . ~nateve r the possibilities of happiness in mixed 
marriages , the pe. th to them must ever be through 
the areas 0£ understanding, tolerance, compromise, 
and mutua l respeot.66 
65teMasters, .2.E.· ill•• PP• 350-352. 
66Bos sard and Boll,~ Marriage, !!2_ Faiths, PP• 168-
CHAPTER IV 
S CIU?TUR.i\.L AND DENOl',U NATIONAL APPROACHFS 
Scripture Speaks to the Problem 
Introdu otion 
At the ou t s et of' any discussion of' Sor1pture relating 
to the t opi c under dis cuss ion, we have to realize that the 
eccl0s i aati ca l situation today is considerably different 
t'rom condi t i ons existing when the books of' either the Old 
or Ne\'! Tes taments vtere written. Then the distinction was 
a clea rcut dichotomy of Jew and Gentile, or Christian and 
non-Chriotian . The denominational oonfus1on within the 
Chris tian Church, as extant today, was then unknown. Thus, 
1' mixed mar r i a ges , " which niay be referred to either directly 
or by 1mpl1cat1on in Scripture, do not speak direotly to 
our more limited area of disoussion-"interfaith" marriages. 
This a lrea dy ind icates that Scripture probably does not 
speal: directly to our present problem. Perhaps, however, 
it do es have ooroathing to say at least by implication or 
general pr1noiples. 
Soriptural view of Christian marriage 
Before we d1aouss Soripture, as it relates to our spe-
oifio question of interfaith marriage, we shall look for a 
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foundat i on and general orientation to our topic by asking 
how Scriptur e de f ines the broader concept of Christian mar-
riage. Wi t h th i s background in mind, we shall then look 
more s pecH'ioa l ly at a Scriptural approach to interfaith 
marriage. 
Ma r r i age , a ccording to Soripture, 1 belongs to the or-
- .. -- -
ders 0£ creation and is part of God's plan for human exist-
ence and we lfar e . 2 It is an estate ordained by God as a 
per s ona l and s exual union of one man and one woman in a con-
tinuing r e lat ionship of mutual love and service baaed on fi-
delity to 1ard each other (Gen. 1:27-28; Matt. 19:5-6).3 It 
1s no t a c omma n d of God obligatory upon all (Matt. 19:1-12). 
Neverth les , i t i s a relationship to be regarded as a gift 
of God for mankind's benefit, and is a good and honorable 
estate where in God may reveal and bestow His graoe. It is -
intended by God to be a lifelong union in which man and 
woman a r•e to complement and enrich eaoh other 1n a purpo~e-
f'ul a nd cove nanted relationship,4 in whioh they are 
1For extended New Testament statements on marriage, the 
reader is referred to 1 Cor. 7; Eph. 5:22-33; 1 Pet. 3:1-?. 
2 Paul o. Hansen, and Others, Engagement and tllrriage 
(St. Lou is: Concordia Publishing House, o.1959),° p. 15?. 
3united Lutheran Church in Amerioa--The Board of Social 
l.tl.ssions, "Summary Statements on Harriage and Family Life," 
Christian Guidance on Marriage and Family Life (New York: 
The Board of Soo1al7liss1ons of-aie Unlted°wtheran Church 
in Arnerioa, o.1956), PP• 3-4. 
4 Ib1d. 
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!!!Ponsib l e b o th to God am sooiety. 5 In H1s oreat1on, God 
made mal e and f'e male and built into man and woman a desire 
for each ot h er . I t i s God 's will the. t husband and \'Ilf'e love 
each o t her , main tain a permanent companionship, b e ar chil-
dren , a nd a ccept a mutual responsibility in rearing the fam-
ily God has g iven t hem. 6 Thus, marriage is intended not 
only for the procr eation a nd nurture of' children but for 
mutua l love , hel pfu l nes s , and companionship, a s well as sex-
ual int e r cou rse as a conjugal right and duty.~ The relation 
should b o one of personal encounter in which the love re-
ceived and g iven breaks down the wall between the selves and 
r eveals to each t ho heights and depths of the lif e of the 
o ther . This encoun ter should, 1n turn, bear witness to and 
f or et-ell the richness of man's encounter with God in Christ 
( Pa. 6 8 : 5; 103 : 13; 1 Cor. ?:2-16; Eph. 5:22-23).
8 
The Lu t heran Church--Missouri Synod "Statement on Inter-
f a i th or Mi xed Ua rri a.gee" says: 
Th i s marriag e union involves physical, economio, social, 
ps y cho log i ca l, a nd spiritual factors which ma~ lead 
either t o unity or devis1veness. 
I n marriage, as 1n personal li~e, spiritual f actors 
a r e of pri mar y concern. For Christians, the h i ghest 
express ion o r mut ual love in marriage is oomparable to 
5 
Hansen, 12.2.• ill• 
6 Ibid. 
'7 Ibid. 
8united :Wtheran Church 1n America, ~• .21!• 
55 
the redeemi ng love of Christ for His Church (Eph. Sc 
18- 33; Re v . 21:2-9).9 
Hans en and others in the book Engagement !!!!! !arriage, 
have this to s ay: 
The Scriptures, while describing marriage and stating 
its pu r po s es, d o not, however, define marriage. 
Whether the mere "leaving .father and mother and cleav-
5.n g to a wife, 11 or the exchange o!' vows, "I do," or 
the wor ds of the ofi'1c1ant, "I pronounce them husband 
and \'life , 11 o r becoming one through sexual intercourse 
actually i s t he effecting cause of marriage, Scripture 
does not say . Only the leaving of the parental domain, 
tak i ng a ,1ife i n a permanent relationship ( cleaving un-
til death ), and becoming one flesh are consistently 
mentioned by t h e cr eation account, the Gospels, the 
apostles ( Eph. 5:31). Social approval o!' parents is 
ir.ipl:ted but not directly commanded. Legal sanction by 
the communi ty as regards marriage is also implied from 
Hebrew political law and the general command to be sub-
ject t o gover nment (Rom. 13). 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
God h as built into human beings the normal sex drive 
and t he desir e for ch ildren and has provided the insti-
tution of marriage as the best and only divinely ap-
proved nay of protecting the family and meeting its 
basic needs. God has given us no code or particular 
pro cedu r e f or entering marriage. He has given prohibi-
t i on s regarding ita willful dissolution. Marriage is 
a lif'elong union of a man and a woman unto one flesh. 
Scrip tur e says no more than that regarding its es-
sence.10 
Olq Testament approach to interfaith marriage 
Mow, Ylh at does Scripture have to say regarding inter-
faith marriage? As we look at the Ol~ Testament, we find 
9 The Lutheran Church--Missouri SJilod, nstatement on 
Interf'aith or 'Mixed Marriages•" Proceedinr of the Forty-
Fourth Re~lar Convention, June rt-2"7. 19 9,SanFrinoiaco, 
California. ( St. Lou!ss Concorclfa Publ1sntiii House, c.1959). 
10 
Hansen, 2-2• ill•, pp. 158-159. 
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explicit statements and prohibitions regarding marriage with 
person s out s i d e the covenant .fa.1th and relationship with the 
God of I s rae l . Ve r y early in the book of Genesis, the in-
termarriage be t v1 een II t h e sons of God" and the "daughters of 
nien n i s men t i oned a s one of the destructive praotioes which 
final l y led to the f lood (Gen. 6:2). Abraham set an example 
by seek i ng a vJife f'or h is son, Isaao, from among his own 
people (Gen . 24 : 3- 9). I saac f ollowed in his f a t her's foot-
s teps and sent his son, Jacob, many miles to find a believ-
ing vj_fe ( Gen . 28: 1-2). Esau aroused tho dis pleasure of his 
pa.rents b y ma 1"rying two Hittite \lO"l'l~n ( Ge n. 27 : 4 6}, 
l enr t h e beginning o.f the nat ional history of Israel, 
Mos es ·mrnod t he people a ga tnst intermarriage with the na-
t i ves of' t he land o f Canaan (r:x. 34:16; Deut. 7:3-4) and em-
phn.s i z ed t he fa. c t tho. t in terr.1arriag e would probably lead t o 
idolatry . J oshu a voiced a slmilar v,arn1ng (,Tosh. 23:12) and 
his pr ed icti on of' idolatry as a result or mixed marriages 
finds fu l f i llment in a story from the book of Judges (Judges 
3:6-7 ). I<i ng S olomon's unbelieving wives are blamed ror 
turning h i s heart away from the Lord (1 Kings 11:1-4). The 
rule o f Ahab is portrayed as the most godless Israel had 
known up to that time; the explanation given 1a that Ahab 
had married J ezebel, daughter of the king of Sidon (1 Kings 
16:31-33). Both Ezra am Nehemiah record how the Jews, r e -
turning from the Babylonian exile, were kept from completely 
restoring the temple worship by the influence of their 
fll 
Canaanite wives (Ezra 9:1-2,12; ·10:1-14; ·Nehemiah 10:30; · 
13:22-217). In f'act, the situation beoame so serious that 
Ezra required the people to divoroe their heathen wives. 
Although there are instances of mixed marriages with no 
disapproval voiced (Ivum. 12:1; Judges 8:31; 14:3; Ruth 1:4), 
still i t s eems apparent that God pre£erred to ho.ve His peo-
ple of Ol d Testamont times marry within the family of faith. 
E . Neufeld s a y s , 
The introduction of paganism into their life was fe~red 
more than anything else as weakening faith 1n one God 
and making them like other nations, and mixed marriages 
we re regar d ed as a menace mainly, 1f not solely, on 
that a ccount.11 
David .1.9.ce s ays , 11 There ,as ••• great danger that mar-
r1a.ees contracted outside the Hebrew oontm1n1ty might 1ntro-
duco ido latry. 11 12 
Here , of course, ue note that the problem was not one 
of interfaith ma rriage, as we oommonly confront it today, 
but the problem of' mixed ma.rriage--marriage with heathen and 
people of' o the t• races. Then there did nQt exist the diver-
sity of denominat ions within Christendom as they obtain to-
day. Thus, the Old Testament does not speak speoifioally to 
tho problem u e ~ace in interfaith marriage today. We oan. 
however, draw the conclusion that God desired that His 
11E. Neuf'eld• Ano1ent Hebrew Marrl~,e Laws (London: 
Longmans, Green. axxi Co., o.1944), P• 21:. 
12nav1d R. Mace, Hebrew Jtlarriage (New Yorks 
Ph1losoph1oal Library, c.1953)• P• 145. 
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people not p lace themselves in a position where their be-
lier in Hi m might be compromised ~r des~royed. 
New Tes ,:;ament approach to interfaith. marriage 
I n the Wew Testament, vii th racial oons idera tions no 
longer i mporta n t {Acts 8:25,2'7-39; 10:34f.; 11:1,18,20), we 
do no t f'ind s ta tements so emphatically warning against mixed 
or int erfa i th mar r iag e. In fact, the apostle Paul very def-
1ni tely admonishe s Christians involved 1n a religiously 
mixed marriage no t to break the marriage (1 Cor. ?:12-13). 
Hoi:1 evor, p eop l e who remarry are urged to do so, ttonly in 
the Lord" (1 Cor. '7:39). Paul also writes, "Be ye not un-
equa lly yok ed t ogeth er with unbel1eversn (2 Cor. 6:14). 
From the context this would seem to apply to all relation-
sh i ps of belie ver with unbeliever, social as well as reli-
gious. By i nf'erence, this would also include the marriage 
rela t ionship . 
As in the Old Testament, so in the New Testament, no 
direct sta tements speaking to our present-day denominational 
divisions a r e g iven. Applications can only be made from 
passages which speak of the danger of any too close associ-
ation with those who teach falsely (Rom. 16:1?). As in the 
question o ~ ecumenical union and cooperation. considerable 
variation in interpretation and application of such a pas-
sage is both possible and praotioed. It is. therefore, ex-
tremely hazardous to use such a Scriptural reference to 
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condemn any and every form of interfaith marriage, especially 
1n an interfaith marriage in which one's Christian beliefs 
apparently are neither compromised nor renounced. 
It is another matter, however, when a denomination re-
. 
quires , as a condi tion of granting permission for an inter-
faith marriage , t h e renunciation of any portion of a per-
son's f aith, or a pledge of support to beliefs and practices 
contrary t o one ' s faith and conscience. Since the duty and 
privilege o f confess i ng one's faith, and of training one's 
children in that f aith, 1 s plainly taught in the New 
Testrunent ( tlat t . 10:32; Eph. 6:4), a marriage where this is 
ques t ioned, hindered , or forbidden would be a gainst God's 
command . 
In brief , the New Testament speaks against a marriage 
in v,h ich it wou ld be impossible to participate 1n a whole-
some Christian family life, or in which a compromise or sur-
render of personal Christian convictions and responsibilities 
would be i n volved (John 8:31-32), or 1n whioh the couple 
woul d b e hindered in speaking the Word of God to each other 
(co1. J: 1G).1 3 If a Christian in an interfaith marriage 
would find it impossible to testify to his or her spouse con-
cerning "the hope that is in him," namely, salvation solely 
through t h e atoning work of Christ and justification in 
God's sight by faith alone, with a faith that works by love 
13The Lutheran Churoh--Miasouri Synod, 12,g_. ~• 
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(1 Pet. 3 :15; Rom. 3:28; Gal. 5:6), or would find it impos-
sible to teach , infl uence, and train his or her children 
fully a ccording t o t h e Word of God, and not according to the 
traditions of men (Eph . 6: 4 ; John 8:31; Mark '7:'7,9,13), then 
~h e Nevi Testament would cou nsel the individual a gainst con-
t ract ing such a marriage . 14 The Lutheran Church--Missouri 
Synod "Statement on Interfaith or 'Mixed Marriages11 says, 
"Christians whose faith is clea rly f'ound ed in Holy Scr ipture 
canno t compromi s e t h e i r f undamental be liefs 0 ( l Cor. 1: 10; 
John 18: 3r1 ) • 15 
The question t o b e determined, therefore, 1s whether in 
a given marr iage such a compromise v1ould be like ly to take 
place . This leads u s t o a d iscussion of the actual confron-
tation o f an i nterfai t h marriage , and the application of 
principles and met hods of dealing with such a situation, as 
the Christian pasto 1." meets with his people. Thi s will be 
t he burden of the fina l chapter. 
Deno mi na tions Approach the Problem 
I ntr odu ct i on 
Partly beca use Scripture does not speak very explic-
itly on the subje ct of interfaith marriage and partly be• 
caus o i t i s p r imarily a modern problem, it is only recently 
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that denomina t 1ons have officially come to grips with the 
prob lem. Loca l pastors have, in recent years, increasing ly 
had to deal ,,ith t he problem as i t confronts their young 
peop l e, a s wel l a s older members already 1n an interfaith 
marr i age situa tion. As a result, denominations have found 
i t ne ce s sary to sta t e official positions, as well as suggest 
some policy and pr ocedures for resolution of the problem. 
In addition to official d enominational statements, 
which Vi i l l be ref e rred to belo\'1 , various church bodies or 
r epre s enta tives have conducted research in the area. Most 
of this has a l ready been indicated. There i s the United 
Lu ther an Church i n America study by Bossard and Letts16 and 
s eve :::,a l Roman Catholic resea rch studies • 1'7 Recently, the 
Lutheran Church--Missouri Synod has included s ome study of 
the interfa ith marriage question in its broad ~amily-life 
study , \11th res u lts as ye t unpublished. Tracts, books, and 
a r ticles a lso have been published by church leaders, indi-
ca t ing both denomina t i onal stands as well as methods of 
16 Jarne s H . s . Bossard and Harold c. Letts, n f,fixed 
Marriages Involving Lutherans--A Research Report. 11 .,arriage 
~ Fa.mil:z: Living, XVIII (November, 1956), 308-310. 
17Harry F . Hoover, Attitudes of High School Students 
toward Mixed Uarriage (Washington, D. C.: The Ca thol1o 
University of America Press, c.1950); Clement Mihanovich• 
Gerald Schnapp, and John Thomas, Uarriage and the Fam11I 
( Milwaukee: The Bruce Publishing Company. c:T9m; John L. 
Thomas, The .American Catholic Fam11I (Englewood Cliffs, 
N. J.: Pr entioe-Hall, Inc., c.l956), pp. 148-169; John L. 
Thomae, 1tThe Factor of Religion in the Selection of 
Marriage Mates,'• American Sociological Review, XVI (July. 
1951), 48'7-492. 
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resolving, or a t least approaching and living with t.he prob-
lem.18 
Roman Catholic position 
Wi t h i n the Roman Catholio Church IrJ:Lrriage is regarded 
as a sacrament . As suoh it is under the control of the 
church . S ince marriage is a sacrament, it follows that any 
marriage betv,een a Roman Catholic and a non-Roman Catholic 
involves a communion in sacred things with someone outside 
the rold , thus degrading the holy charaoter of matrimony. 
Hicto rically , therefore , the Roman Catholio Church has op-
poseu inter f a:tth marriage, first against Mohammedans and 
Je s , lat er agains t t he new "heretics" following the 
Reformation . '11he present situation--dootrine and practice--
is sumr,1D.1"ized b y Bossard and Boll as :follows: 
a . The canon l aw r ecognizes differences in religious 
.fait h a s one ot· the 11 proh1b1tory impediments" to 
mar r iage. 
b . Two kinds of such marriages are recognized. One 
is between a Catholic and a baptized non-Catholic; 
the other, between a Catholic and an unbaptized 
non-Catholic •••• 
c. When a priest is approached with a request for a 
d ispensation to enter a mixed marriage, three 
18James H. s. Bossard and Eleanor Stokes Boll, One 
l~ r r i a ,e, Two Faiths (New York: The Ronald Press Oompan7, 
o.195'7 ; Bossard and Boll, ,i Marriages Go Wron' (New York: 
The Ronald . Press Company, a. 58) J F. E. E'yer, --2, Sigd or 
Not to Sig! {St. Louis: Concordia Publishing House, n •• IT 
James A. P k e , If You Marry outside Your Faith (New Yorks 
Harp er and Broth'ers'l>ubl1shera, o.19!"ir. 
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conditions are i mposed £or the granting of such a 
r eques t : 
1. There must be "just and \7e1ehty reasons" ror 
such a request •••• 
2 . Certain guarantees must be given by both the 
Catholic and t he non-Catholic parties in 
writ ing. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
3 . There must be 0 mora 1 certainty that the gua r-
ant ees will be fulfilled. 11 
d . Marr i a g es f or wh i ch diapensa tions are granted must 
be contracted before a properly a ccredited priest 
a nd a t leas t t-wo u itnessea. 
e . Mixed marria ge s made in accordance with these re-
quir ements a.re valid; others are termed invalid. 
f • . ddi tiona. l requiremen ts are found in specific dio-
ceses .19 
Although the Roman Ca tholic Church provides means for 
dealing with an interf aith marriag e, yet it does not enoour-
age t hem. In f a ct, the RoiMn Ca tho lie Church o.ff ioia lly 
d i s a pproves o f marriag es between Roman Catholics and non-
Roman Catholics, no matter what other Christian denomina-
tions a r e involved. 20 
The Council of Trent declared all matrimonial unions be-
t ween a Roman Catholic and a non-Roman Catholic "null and 
void" unless entered into before the eoolesiastioal authority. 21 
19Bossard and Boll, .QE! Marriage, !!.2, Faiths, pp. '76-'78. 
20~1ar10 Colaoci, Christian Marriage Today (Minneapolis: 
Augsburg Publishing Company, o.1958), P• io't. 
2 1i£. J. Schroeder, Canons and Deorees of the Counoil 
2! Trent (St. Louis: B. Herder Book Co., o.194U, P• 184. 
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For the issuing of a dispensation for an interfaith 
ma.rriA ge , t he Roman catholic Church requires three condi-
tions: 
a. That the Roman Catholic party be allowed free ex-
ercise of religion. 
b. That all the children are to be brought up Roman 
Catholic . 
c. That the Roman Catholic party promise to do all 
tha t is possible to convert the non-Roman 
Catholio.22 
The Ca t ho l ic ~ cyclopedia continues: 
The bishops are • • • to warn Catholics against such 
mar:r•iages and not to grant dispensations for them ex-
cept for weighty reasons and not at the mere will of 
the petitioner.23 
The Rncyclical of Pope Pius XI, Q!!_ Christian Marriage, 
has th1.s to say: 
They, therefore, who rashly and heedlessly contract 
mixed marriages, from which the maternal love and prov-
idence of the Church dissuades her children for very 
s ound r easons, fail conspicuously ••• , sometimes 
~ ith danger to their eternal salvation. This attitude 
of the Church to mixed marriages appears 1n many of 
her d ocuments, all of which are surmied up in the Code 
of' Canon Iaw: ''Everywhere and vii th the greatest 
strictness the Church forbids marriages between bap-
tized persons, one of whom is a Catholic and the other 
a member of a sch1sms.tioal or heretical sect; and if 
there is, add to this, the danger of the falling away 
of the catholic party and the perversion of the chil-
dren, such a marriage is forbidden also by the divine 
law. n24 
22Au gust Lehmkuhl, 11 Marriage, 11 The Catholic Rnoyclopedia, 
edited by Charles G. Herbermann, _il .!!• (New York: Robert 
Appleton Company, 1910), IX, 699. 
23Ibid. 
24oerald c. Treacy, Five Great Enozolioala (New York: 
The Paulist Press, c.1939).p. 101. 
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The r eason the Roman Catholic Church forbids interfaith 
marriage is expressed by Father Connell as follows: 
The Church forbids Catholics to marry non-Catholios be-
cause mixed marriages often bring about family discord, 
loss of fa ith on the part -of the Catholic, and neglect 
of t he re ligious training of the children.25 
Jewish p os i t i on 
From t h e very beg inning, Jews have looked with disfavor 
upon i n t e r mar r i age with non-Jews. In fact, it seems their 
surviva l as a d istinct religious and ethnic group, through-
out t he centuries, has been due in large measure to their 
abs t inence from marriage with other groups. 
To t his country, the Jews brought with them their an-
cien t oppos it i on. In keeping with their status as a minor-
ity group , t h i s has taken the form of recognizing the valid-
ity of such marriages but opposing them as a threat to the 
surviva l of Judaism. 26 This view goes back in history to 
the Rabb inical Conference held in Braunschweig, in 1844, 
where a r esolution was adopted to the effect that marriages 
between Jews and such as hold monotheistic beliefs are valid, 
but added a proviso to the effect that intermarriage of Jews 
with adherents of any other of the monotheistic religions, 
is not prohibited, providing th.at the parents are permitted 
25Fra.ncis J. Connell, The New Baltimore Catechism, 
No. 3 (Revised edition; NewYor~Benziger Brothers, Ina., 
c':"19~4}, P• 191. 
26Bossard and Boll, QE! Marriage, Two Faiths, p. 71. 
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by the law of' t he state to bring up the offspring of such a 
marriage i n t h e Jewish faith. 27 
However, e ven the author of' the Braunschweig resolution, 
Dr. Lud~ig Phl lippson, later changed his mind on the matter 
and de c l a r ed t hat r eligion must pronounce against mixed mar-
riages . 28 So , too, the Central Conference of American Rabbis, 
in 1 9 0 9 , pa s s ed a r eso lution declaring 11 tha t mixed marriages 
are contr a ry t o t he tradition of the Jewish religion and 
shou l d there :fore be discouraged by the American rabb1n1te.n 29 
Milton L. Barron says: 
Or thodox and Conse1•va t1ve rabbis in the United States 
ha ve oppo s ed marriages between Jews and Gentiles as 
v i gor ously a s their predecessors in Europe and else-
where . Tr u e, American rabbis of the Reformed wing of 
Judais m we r e lenient in this matter for many years, 
a nd many of' them officiated at mixed marriages. In 
recent d ecade s, especially since 1909, there has been 
an unmi stakable trend among these Reformed Jewish 
c lergyme n back to the traditional Jewish position. 
Virtu a lly a ll of them now conour with other rabbis in 
t he policy of officiating at a marriage between Jew 
and non-J ew only after the latter has become a convert 
'co Judaism. 30 
I t is known that some Orthodox Jews are so firmly 
27 nrnterfa1th Marriage," a research study ( New York: 
The America na Institute, n.d.}., mimeographed copy No. 1906-
'7 52., P• 3. 
28rsaac E . Marcuson, editor, Central Conference of 
American Rabbis, Fif*-Eighth Annual Convention (Ph1laaelphia: 
Press of the Jewishblicat""ton Society, o.1948}, p. 7. 
29Bossard and Boll,~ Marriage, !!.2, Faiths, P• 72. 
30riiilton L. Barron, "Race, Religion, and Nationality in 
Mate Selection," Modern Harriage and Family Living, edited 
by Morris Fishbein and Ruby Jo7teevis Kennedy (New York: 
Oxford University Press, o.1957}, p. 62. 
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opposed to interf aith marriages that they hold a burial ser-
vice f or t h e son or daughter who has contracted with a 
Gent i l e and r e gard him henceforth as dead. In fact. cer-
tain Orthodox r abbis will not marry a Jew and a non-Jew un-
der any condi tion. 31 
The following form is used by one of the most liberal 
rabbis in the country and must be signed by the non-Jewish 
appl icant f or an intermarriage before the rabbi will offici-
ate at the marr i age: 
I , •• • in the presence of witnesses here assembled 
and at the time of the solemnization of my marriage un-
der Jewish au spices, do hereby solemnly promise and 
S\?ear that: 
I shall h ereby s eve r all affiliation with any other 
religi ous f aith except the Jewish faith. I shall re-
gard my home a s a J ewish home and shall do everything 
in my power to acquaint myself with the meaning of 
this term . Any ch ildren born to me of this marriage 
shall be reared by me in the Jewish faith. Any male · 
children born to me of. this marriage shall be circum-
cised a ccordi ng to the tradition of the Jewish rel1-
g1on . 32 
In 1947 , the Central Conference of American Rabbis• 
meet ing i n r:Ion t real, strongly reaffirmed its stand on the 
subject of interfai th marriages adopted 1n 1909.33 
31"Interfaith Marriage•" loc. cit. --
32c1aris E. Silcox and Galen M. Fisher. catholics. 
Jews, and Protestants (New York: Harper and Brothers 
1u6I'iahers. c.1934), P• 11?. 
33Barron . loo. cit. --
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Protesta nt appr•oach 
Nearl y a ll major denominations or groups within 
American Pro t estantism have, within the last ten years, ex-
press ed themselves in some kind of official manner on the 
dangers o? contracting interfaith marriage. These have been 
r eso lutions pri ma rily adopted at denominational oonven-
~ e. 
tions . 6 - I n all of these, the directive is, either explic-
itly or implicitly, a gainst interfaith marriage between 
Roman Catho lics and the particular Protestant denomination 
issuing the s t atement. 35 Little mention, if' any at all• 1s 
ma.de 1th r egurd to interfaith marriage within Protestantism. 
This, I fee l, i s a laok. True, interf'aith marriages, in-
volv i ng a Roman Catholic, present some of the most immedi-
a tely obvious problems, partly because of the official re-
quirement s of the Roman catholic Church. However. 
Protestant bodies have no such rigid rules with regard to 
marriage , ye t the differences of background., belief, prac-
tice , an1 comm i tment are just as really present 1n many 
34For readily available statements from the following 
denominations: nnglioan, Northern Baptist, Southern Baptist. 
Discip les or Christ, Reformed Jewish, Lutheran Church--
Missouri Synod , United Lutheran Church, Methodist Church, 
Northern Presbyterian. Southern Presbyterian. and United 
Church of Canada, see Pike• .2.E• ill•• pp. 91-101. 
35only one statement takes up the question of inter-
faith marriage between people of different ·Protestant denom-
inations in an explicit way. For the ?JDSt recent Protestant 
statement available, the reader is referred to the Lutheran 
Church--.Missouri Synod,_ 122.• ill• 
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cases of Protestant intermarriage as they are in a Roman 
Catholic-Protestant combination. 
Tnese denominational statements in reality accede to 
popular opini on which equates interfaith marriage with mar-
riage be tween a Roman Catholic and a Protestant; they get 
bogged down s omewhat in discussing the ante-nuptial agree-
ment and i ts consequences; and by implication they present 
a narrow de.finition of "interfaith marriage." Of course, 
it i s to b e admit ted that Roman Catholic-Protestant mar• 
riages presen t great dangers for success and happiness in 
marriage . There.fore, the denominational statements speak-
ing a gainst them are helpful. Since, however, they are not 
t he only i nterf aith marriages occurring, additional state-
ments or ampl ifications of present ones are required to pre-
sen t some of the basic principles necessary in confronting 
an i nter.faith marriage of any type. 
The recent ''Statement on Interfaith or Mixed Marriages" 
prepared by t h e Family Life Committee of the Lutheran Cburoh--
l issouri Synod, and adopted by the Forty-Fourth Regular 
Convention of the Lutheran Church--Missouri Synod, held in 
San Fr ancisco, California, June, 1959, attempts more help-
fully and compl etely to speak to the problem. It enunciates 
general principles with regard to Cbristian marriageJ dis-
cusses Lutheran-Roman Catholic marriages, marriages between 
Lutherans and other Protestants, and Lutherans with non-
Christian partnersJ and suggests procedures for applying the 
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princ iples of a c t ion in an evangelical ma.nner. 36 
Wh ile Pro tes t a nt denominations have largely failed to 
a dmit dangers pres e n t 1n Protest.an t interfaith marriages, 
this Lutheran npproaoh has broadened its scope and recog-
n ize d dang ers and problems in interfaith marriages within 
Pr o testantis m as wel l a s the more frequently mentioned in-
terfaith marriage between Protestants and Roman Catholics. 
Per ha ps t his difference oa n be partially explained by the 
8G'Umeni cal fee l ~ng within much of Protestantism. Frequently, 
this p roduces a ce rta in feeling of unity which may lull many 
Pro teBtant d enomina t i ons into short-sightedness concerning 
d ifferences of cu lture , as well as doctrine, and which may 
exh1b 1·t; thomse lves with unfortunate results even in a 
Pr otestant interfaith marriage . 
All of the Protestant statements agree: 
a . That t h e Roman Catholic requirements contained in 
t he ante-nuptial agreement are contrary to and in-
v olve a compromise of faith and principle for the 
Protestan t member ~ ho must in reality thereby vio-
l a te h is Christian conscience. 
b . Protestant people are to be strongly warned against 
entering a marriage involving a Roman Catholic. 
c. The que stion and problem of interfaith marriage 
ou ght to play an increasingly important part in the 
r elig ious e ducation of Protestant young people. 
d. The u sual result of interfaith marriages are dis-
illusionment, conflict, suffering, and tragedy.37 
36.!.2.!S· 
3?Colaoc1, 2R,• -2.!!•, P• 131. 
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The r ea d er, who is interested in the texts of the vari-
ous Pr o testa n t s tatements referred to above, is directed to 
James A. Pike 's book, _If~ r.tarry Outside ~ Faith. How-
ever , a s an i llustration of the manner in which denomina-
tions a r e appr oa ch ine the problem, I feel it helpful to 
quote t h e r e so l u t i on on interfaith marriage approved by the 
Interna tlona l Con v e ntion of Disoiples of Christ, 1950, 
Oklahoma. City, Oklahoma . This, I feel, is one of the better 
short res o lut ion s avai lable and is as follows: 
\'lh e r eas II Mu t ual r e lig ious oonviotions, a common philos-
ophy of l i f e, a nd a similarity of cultural backgrounds 
a r e f a ctors whi ch co ntribute to a happy marriage; and 
Whereas , 1fu t7.1.al respeot for a nd sincere tolerance of 
d 1f£er en ces o n t h e part of both persons entering the 
u n ion a r e indispensable, so that marriag e can be a 
u n i on o f equals; and 
\ih er eas , Some relig ious bodies (notably the Roman 
~ t h oli c Church) off icially forbid their adherents to 
ente r r riag e with non-adherents except on the oondi-
t ion t h a t non-adherents subscribe to certain a gree-
ment , particularly that the children of' such a union 
be t r a ined in the faith of the adherent, which in ef-
f e c t d es troy s any ba sis for tolerance and equality; and 
''ihereas , Fai lure to understand and adequately to appre-
c iat e t h e i mplications of such agreements, before 
mutua l a t ta chme nt makes objective evaluation impossible, 
f re qu ent l y lead s later to disillusionment, family oon-
.fl i ct a.nd heartbreak; therefore 
Be It Resolved, That this International Convention of 
Discipl e s of Christ urge parents, ministers and leaders 
of y oung p eople, to provide in the home, in the ohuroh, 
and t hrough the normal channels of the t eaching prog ram, 
i n s t ruction th.at will help youth, before or as they ar-
r i ve a t the a g e of forming intimate friendships between 
the sexes, to understand and appreciate the divergent 
int erpretations relative to marriage held by different 
relig ious bodies; and further 
Be it r esolved, That we request our young people to seek 
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an Ul~d eratandi ng of the pr1no1ples which underlie their 
Chr i s t:i.an .faith , to give prayerful consideration when 
.fa oecl vJi th a situation where their wedding vows would 
e ntail agreements disparaging their basio Christian be-
l iefs ; and :furt her 
Be It Re s o l ved , That we urge our young people to stand 
on their r i ghts a s self-respecting Christiana, and that 
in no event they enter into a marriage oontraot which 
p l a ces them in a position of disadvantage in their fam-
ily relat i ons h ip and in the training of their children.38 
.£!!., pp. 94-95. 
CHAPTER . V 
PASTORAL APPROACH TO THE PROBIEM 
Facing the Facts and Trends 
Although there may not be universal agreement on the 
fre quenc y of int erfaith marriage today, nor even on the dan-
ger s or hazards involved , yet out of all of this comes the 
f a ct that interfaith marriage has become a phenomenon with 
which Christian pastors rnust deal. Perhaps in a given local-
ity the lnter.fe.i th marriage rate may not even be near the 
fifty percent or more ,Jhich some Roman Catholic .figures indi-
cate; 1 still it i s a problem confronting all pastors today. 
This re quires that a pastor first of all acquaint himself' 
wit h some of the f a cts a nd trends which relate to this sub-
ject. It requ ire s an understanding of the general cultural 
factors r espons i ble for a cultural climate conducive to the 
growt h of a phenomenon such as interfaith marriage. It means 
he must t ake stock of the fact that young people today are 
exposed t o a greater diversity of thought and religious be-
lief as well a s people holding such beliefs, than was the 
case in f ormer generations. He needs to realize that the 
home a nd community have lost muoh of their control and 
1John L. Thomas, The American Catholic Family 
(Englewood Cliffs, N. J:i Prentice-Hall, Ino •• c.1956), 
pp. 155-156. 
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influen ce over young people. He must realize that the church 
has lost much of its f ormer control over the lives and behav-
ior of its people. Thia could be interpreted as beneficial 
for all concer ned if it means destruction or legalistic com-
puls ion on the part of the ctrurch. It could be interpreted 
as detrimenta l if it means people have lost respect for the 
"One" f or· whom t he church attempts to speak. 
The Christian pastor needs to take stock of his oormnunity 
and the p l a ce and s tatus of his clmrch and members within that 
oomrnunity . I f h is denomination has a majority character both 
numer i cally and i nfluentially, interfaith marriage questions 
and problems will probably not be so frequent as if the church 
possess ed a mi nority character in the commun1ty. 2 
Al though e t h n ic and religious sub-groups in the popula-
tion have ser v ed as a check on marriage choice in the past. 
the Chr istian pas t or n eeds to realize that such cheoks are 
breaking d own t oday . The decline in immigration. the hori-
zontal and vert i ca l mobility so oharaoteristio of our popula-
tion, a nd t h e increased oultural oontaots facilitated by mod-
ern means or communioation make it increasingly difficult for 
these groups to maintain both their isolation and their in-
group loyalties. 3 
The Christian pastor must realize that interfaith 
2Ibid. 
3 John L. Thomas, "The Factor of Religion in the 
Selection of t.farriage Mates," Amerioan Sooiologioal Review, 
XVI (July, 1951), 490. 
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ma.r riag es s eem t o have a cumulative effect. Children or such 
marri a g es t end to rn9.rry outside their rel1g1ous group more 
often t han do chi ldren o f relig iously unmixed marri age. 4 
He must also r1 0nliz e that the attitude of' both Roman 
Ca tholi c a n::l Protes t ant young people toward interfaith mar-
r iage s eems i ncreasingl y tolerant. 5 This reflects the spirit 
of the age wh i ch t ends to regard r e lig ious differences as in-
s i gnif icant . Th is at titude 1s partially caused by the toler-
an ce o f oth er vi ews and s ympathetic hearing of di verging opin-
i ons whi ch be comes par t of the mental attitude and structure 
of oo l l 0ge - edu oated individuals. 
I n s hort, alt hough religious endogamy 1s still a preva-
lent phenomenon in America today, the Christian pastor must 
r ea l i z e t ha t statis t ics s how a gradual trend in the direction 
of mor e f r equ e n t marria ges of an interfaith nature. This is 
a fact that cannot be i gnored. Neither oan the Christian 
pastor ignor e t he fact that most studies show that a marriage 
of an i n t erfa ith nature is more prone to failure than a re-
ligiously endo gamous one. or course, most religious leaders 
already hold this view. However, it is important to recog-
nize that objection is not only on specific Scriptural pro-
scription, but also includes objection on sooiologioal grounds 
4Gerald J. Schnapp, ~Three Mixed Marriage Ouestions 
Answered," Catholic World, CLVI (November, 1942). 204. 
5Thomas, "The Factor of Religion in the Selection or 
Marriage r.t.i. t es, n fil• ill• 
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as t h e socia l sciences have observed the effeots of denomina-
tional cu ltu r es i n forming the character and attitude st:ruc-
ture or t heir adherents. 
Solutions in Practice 
Befo re a ttempting to express elements neoesaary to a 
posit ive, hel p ful approach to the problem, it would be in-
stru ctive to investigate briefly various "solutions" attempted 
and practiced by couples involved in an inter.faith marriage 
s ituat:l.on . Since, as will be indicated, these approaches or 
solutions are not regarded very highly by the writer of this 
t hes:ts, t his discussion will serve as an introduction and 
background for the approach and principlea the writer reels 
ou ght to gu ide the Christian pastor 1n his dealings with the 
inter fai th marriage question. 
/\n obvious solution is for the one partner to join the 
denomi nat i on of the other. Thia would seem to be the ideal, 
since it wou ld in reality remove the designation of "inter-
faith" from such a marriage. However. it must be a heartfelt 
commitment and definite conversion, not just an attempt sim-
ply to k eep or establish peace within an interfaith marriage. 
Otherwise the same problems will eventually occur which would 
be present had no such change been made. Thia 1a very evi-
dent in a Roman Catholio-Proteatant marriage where the 
Protestant becomes Roman Catholic, or at least aigns the ante-
nuptial agreement. perhaps with mental reservations not to 
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fu1r11 its r equ i r ements or simply to i gnore its implica-
tions . 6 
In such a conversion solution, realistio attention must 
be g :t ven to t ho d iff'erenoes in cultural, family, oommuni ty, 
cla s o , a nd e t hni c backgrounds of the people involved. These 
f a c t ors a nd 'their i nfluence will not and cannot be eliminated 
even i£ the convers i on is gerruine. These are cultural fao-
tors which bav e ex erted influence in the past and oannot, 
there£ore , b e eradicated. 
Another s olut i on employ ed quite frequently is for the 
couple to sett le upon a third "neutral" denomination and both 
afriliate themsel ves with it. Advocates of t his solution 
gr a n t that this is, of course, roost possible and praotioable 
when both ind ivi duals are of Protestant background originally. 
Althou gh s ome would s a y that such a solution can be quite 
succe ssful , ye t it must be made clear that the couple must 
dea l with the s a me ba sic problems mentioned in the conversion 
so l u t ion dis cus sed above. 
Ano ther s olution designated by some students of the 
6 t lthough a s1gnif1oant problem 1n the interfaith mar-
riage question i nvolving a Roman Catholic and Protestant, 
the ante-nuptial agreement and its implications will not be 
discus sed i n d etail in t h is paper. Ample literature is 
available pres enting the text of the agreement and what is 
involved. The r eader is referred to the following books: 
James H . s. Bossard and Eleanor Stokes Boll, One Marriage, 
Two Fai ths ( New York: The Ronald Press Company";-o.19 5'7), 
pp'; 76-'78; James A. Pike, It' You Marrt outside Your Faith 
( New York-. Harper and Brotneri";-c.l95 ), PP• 74-80; Marlo 
Colaooi, Christian lllrria~e Today ( Minneapolis: Augsburg 
Publishing Company, c.195 ), pp. 106-131. 
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fe.m11y as p ersonal schemat1zation beaomes one of "you go 
your way and I 'll go mlne."7 In spite of possible success 
bas ed on t h is approaoh• lf children are involved, the prob-
lem b ecomes quit e complioated. This may mean the children 
,.,111 be r eared in different denominations, perhaps the boys 
affi l iating with their father's denomination and the girls 
affiliating with thei r mother's denomination. Certainly it 
is obvious that such a solu·tion will not contribute 1n a 
positive way to family solidarity and unite. Criticism of 
this s eparate-paths solution centers around the fact that 
here th0re is not the real at-oneness and basic communion 
w1tb complete mutual s haring and giving which ls theoreti-
cally and a lso p 1~actioally possiblo where both share a com-
mon relig i ous f aith and attitude toward life. 
Another approach to the problem 1s for both people to 
drop aTTny from their denominations entirely. This may be 
the result of a conscious decision or, more oonrnonly, the 
apparently easiest way out of a difficult situation in which 
each was going his own way. It will probably come on gradu-
ally. From a sooiological-psycholo3ical point of view, we 
can say it is impossible to renounce completely what rormerly 
was an int egral, important part or one's life. Probably in 
most instances, however, religious commitment never was 
strong with such individuals. 
7 Bossard and Boll•~ Marriage,~ Faiths, p. 159. 
79 
Closel y a s s ociated with this approach 1s one in whioh 
one o f the partner s gradually accedes to the stronger person-
ality and g i v es up his . own affiliation, but does not at the 
same t i me join t he denomination of his or her spouse. Cer-
t ainly , from t;h e religious point of view, this is one o:f the 
wors t s olu t ions, since no matter what antagonism between de-
nominat i ono ma y exist, a.ff111ation with some Christian denom-
i nat i on i:::1 deemed better than no membership at all. 
Do~rna.1•d a nd Boll l:tst as a final proposed solution what 
t hey ca l l 11 the solution of compromise between intelligent 
per s ona ,,ho both g ive and take on the issues involved in a 
mi xed marr i age . n8 The line of thought expressed by advocates 
or t h is a p pr oa ch is as follows: 
f•;very ma r r iag e brings together people who d1:ffer in some 
respe c ts i n the b a ckgrounds f'rom which they come. Uixed 
marriag es differ from other marriages not so much in 
k i nd a.s i n de gr ee. Interrerence from the families o:f 
the mixed pair, trouble made by their respective friends, 
i ssu es inherent in the basio oonfllot between the two 
r e l i g i ons , thes e are serious. But if the oouple under-
atnnds al l these corupl1oat1ons and difficulties, if 
th0 ir l ove is strong enough, if their personalities are 
ba l anced enough, and if they are sufficiently intelli-
gent, then it rray be possible to work out everything 
happ11y . 9 
It mi ght b e s a id that the conditions which Bossard and Boll 
p l ace upon s uch an effective solution indicate personalities 
and a situation which aro quite ideal. 
8 ill!!•, P• 163. 
9 Ibid., PP• 163•164. 
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Establishing an Approach 
No\7 as \ 'l e consider faotors which ought to become part 
of the Ch r istian leader's approach to the problem at hand, 
,·,e need t o sta te something very bas 1o. If a Christian pas-
tor wishes to maintain the oonf'idenoe of his people as well 
as aid them in their many problems, it is imperative that he 
think t hrough and develop some kind of operational approach 
and gui ding principles wi th regard to this specific problem. 
I f tho Ch r istian pastor either implies or speoifioally states 
prohibition~ of any such marriage upon the basis of a conven-
ient l egalistic cat egory, he has a policy, and may save time 
and produce a repressed sort of peace of mind, but is not 
dealing wl t h the problem. If, upon a request to perform an 
int erfa it h marriage cere1nony, he politely ignores the circum-
stances and proceeds to take care of the practical arrange-
ments of performing a civil, social service promis i ng a mone-
tary r ev,ard, ho may think he 1s helping the oouple by easing 
any embarrassment present, but he is not solving any present 
or future problems. 
In developing an approach, I believe we have to face the 
problem in two broad ways: (a) Remedial--dealing with an in-
terfaith marriage already contracted; (b) Constructive or 
preventative--avoiding, if possible, the problem in the first 
plaoe. 
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Remed i a l approa ch 
This approach oonoerna itself with interfaith marriages 
which either have already occurred in the past or are soon 
to be consunnnated in spite of attempts at discussion. 
As the Christian pastor approaches such situations, he 
must remember wha t has been indicated previously in this pa-
per . Socio logy has aaid that there can be a measure of suc-
oess in an interfa ith marriage. They have been observed to 
produ ce personal happ ines s and satisfaction. Christian pas-
tors have a lso observed interfaith families, who have estab-
lished themselves 1~1n the Lord, " to grow together 1n love and 
tha:nlrng iving t o God. A posit i ve outlook and attitude derived 
fror. such observations must be at the heart of the remedial 
approa ch . A d espairing or oondemnatory attitude at this 
point ~ould d o nothing of a positive nature for the individu-
als 1nvo lved. 
1,rlhen a couple has announoed 1 ts intention of entering an 
interraith marri age , this is the time for helpful pastoral 
premarital counseling to apply. It must be assumed here that 
a pastor has such a program or practice, and that his people 
have the conf'idence to oome to him even in a proposed inter-
faith marriage situation. Certainly, the pastor will present 
the facts, as sociology has observed them, pointing to dangers 
involved 1n an interfaith marriage. The oouple must be made 
to faoe these questions and problem areas or which they may 
not have been a ware previously. Also, they ought to be ma.de 
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cognizant of doctrinal positions in crucial areas which Dlly 
con£11ot. If the proposed mate is Roman Catholic, the ante-
nupt i a l agreeme nt and its implications needs to be discussed. 
The coup l e n e eds to be shown v,hat problems there are and that 
these must be r a ced realis t ically bef ore entering such a mar-
riage . I t i s at thi s point that the couple decides either 
tha t the risks are too g reat to oonsunnnate the marriage, or 
they may de c ide to go ahead and take the risks which they 
have been brought to r e cognize. In any case, the pastor D11st 
face the coup l e w1 th tho problems and lead them to a clear 
understanding of all that is involved. A naive approach, 
eit her on the part of pastor or couple, in which no possible 
problem areas are recognized, or which has a vague impression 
t hat l ove wil l conquer all differences, 1s very prone to lead 
to s ubsequen t d isillusion and possible dissolution when the 
da y-b y- day realities of marriage are encountered and the ro-
mantic idealism has worn thin. 
Another aspect of the remedial approach--a more dirfi-
cult one--o ccu rs when problems are encountered in a n inter-
fait h marriage at various time stages after the wedding cere-
mony its elf . Perhaps this will come at specific times suoh 
as the birth of a child, or decisions concerning the reli-
gious training of the children, eto. or, perhaps, it may be 
a deterioration in the marital relationship in general. Here, 
however, it needs to be said that one 1111st be wary of using 
the interfaith nature or character of a marriage as a soape-
goat upon whioh all dissatisfaotions and problems in a 
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marriage can b e placed. Other .factors such as sexual mal-
ad j u st;rnent, per sonality clashes, dif.ferences in class and 
e thnic pra ctic es , i nterests, and customs, may be more basic 
to the gener aliz ed problems. Of course, here we remember a 
t hesis p r opounded f requently in this paper. Denominational 
affiliation c a r ries with it many o f these other "cultural," 
P0 I' sonal1ty, and a ttitudinal .factors. Although not speoi1"1-
ca l l y " r e lig ious , " y e t they are associated with r e ligious 
affil i at ion . 
In such s i tua tions where problems arise in an interfaith 
marri age which h a s already occurred, the Christian pastor's 
con c e rn must be fi rst and always a pastoral concern for indi-
v i dual b l ood- b ought p ersons. The goal must be to preserve 
a nd s trengthen what is there. This is where, rather than 
condemning the i ndividuals involved, the pastor must first 
s pea k the Gospe l to them. They already know they have a 
prob l em. Thi3 d oes not have to be elaborated. Rather, em-
phasize tha t wi tness and steadfastness for which the Christian 
p ers on i s p rimarily responsible, in marriage or any other 
life s itua tion. S tress the imperative necessity of remaining 
firm in the s a ving faith in Jesus Christ and maintaining an 
opportunity to testify to this ~aith. Not only should thia 
be done in a p a storal conversation with the member or the 
couns eling p a stor's church, but also, and preferably, in the 
pres ence of both. If both are professed Christiana and this 
1s stressed and brought out clearly to both people , it should 
be possible to live with other differences. If they oan a ee 
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tha t t h ey a c t u a lly a gree on the most important matters or 
life a nd d e a t h , t his should serve as a binding force. 
Thi s i s , howe ver , where denominational bias and congr e-
gat 1onal paroch ia l i sm mi ght hinder the pastor. The Christian 
pasto r must b ewar e lest he be more concerned about me mber-
ship statis t i cs than individual persons. Hie pritr.B.ry con-
cern , when h is member ha s d e cided to join his or her mate's 
de nominat ion , i s t hat the person will continue to hear the 
Gospel o i' Chr ist and po s ses s a f'irm trust in Christ as Savior. 
His conce rn is to determine, as best as is humanly possible, 
tha t bo th person s will cont i nue to f'ace lif'e with a confident 
h ope and t r us t i n Christ t heir Savior. He 1s concerned that 
bo th peop l e ma i ntain the ir faith in Jesus Christ and t hat 
the i r l i fe o n t his earth, e~pecially within the marriag e bom, 
b e a s happy and edi fying aa possible. He is thus thinking 
so lely of the eternal well-being of' the individuals involved, 
s pecifica lly o f' his own member who has changed to the mate's 
denomina tion or is consider i ng doing ao. If this is a 
Christian d enomination and the mate shares a conf'ident hope 
a nd trust in Christ, it could be possible that both will grow 
togeth er in their love for God and service to Him as they 
share their faith with the One they truly love. The Christian 
pas t or must be very careful, therefore, lest by his attitude 
and a ppr oach he discourage them or drive them away from the 
Chur ch . wh i ch with Christ as Head is in reality One. Cer-
tainly, the Christian pastor oan be thankful that the union 
bring s together two members of Christ's Churoh, and is not a 
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mixed nmrr1e.g e 1n the sense of marriag e with an unbeliever, 
a h eo.then, or a person who trusts in sel.f-merit for h1a aal-
vat ion . 
In any problem which may arise as a result of an inter-
f aith marriage, t h e pastor must above all exhibit bis oon-
cern ~or indivi duals, r egarding them especially as individ-
ua l s whom God has redeemed. Th is will lead to a presenta-
t ion and application of Christ's Gosp e l for strengthening 
bo th or the individuals and their marriage. And it will 
overcome n pla cing of statisti cal oon oern above oonoern for 
individ ala . 
In short , in dealing with members who have entered into 
an interra ith mar riage, the church and 1ts leaders should ex-
ercis e sympathetic umerstanding and sincerely endeavor to 
save . nd build the marriag e i11th its oounsol1ng ministry. 
In discuss ing procedures for applying action in an evangeli-
cal r.1anner v1here a n interfa1 th marriage already exists, the 
'·Statement on Interfaith or t.lixed Marriages, n by the Family 
Li.fe Comm i ttee of the Lutheran Church--Missouri Synod, lists 
the fol lo~ ing pr inciples of action: 
a . Where ma rriage has taken plaoe, it should be saved, 
not des troyed. The fiords of Jesus apply, "l'lha t 
~~erefore God hath joined together, let not man put 
a sunder" (rlia tt. 19 :6) • St. Paul tells the Christian 
to r emain even with an unoonverted. spouse (1 Cor. ~: 
12-13). 
b. ~ae Lutheran party should be strengthened. in his 
f a ith and in his fellowship with his ohuroh. No 
iw.rriage should be the oause of severing one's rela-
tion with Jeaua Christ as personal Savior and with 
the Church of which He alone is the Head. 
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c. The wthere.n party should be encouraged to stead-
f a stly v,itness to the truth. Those being counseled 
s hould be uarned against relinquishing and denying 
the :freedom uhioh Christ died to earn for them •••• 
d . I n every case of an int erfaith or mixed marriage, 
the pastor and tho Christian congregation should 
bring 'ch ei r concerned and effective witness to bear, 
speaki ng the Word of truth "person to person" and 
"in love, ~ s eeking : 
1. To build up t h e marriage on a solid Christian 
base, considering both parties in this minis-
try. 
2 . To bri the Lutheran party, as well as his 
or h er spous e , of whatever religious persua-
sion, to the conscientious conviction that a 
Christian cannot be denied the right and duty 
of witnes s ing to the truth and teaching his 
childro11 the Word of God. 
On ly faith -destroying impenitence, not weakness, 
narrants the full application of Matt. 18:15-18. 
e . ~he r e husband and ~ ife, while of different denomina-
t i onal persuasion, nevertheless aooept Jesus Christ 
to be t heir Savior, they should be encouraged: 
1 . To read and discuss tho Word of God together. 
2. Exercise the patience of Christ in their study 
oi.' the truth. 
3. As they find agreement, confess together the 
Apostles' Cre ed and unite in table prayers and 
the Lord's Prayer.10 
Constructive approach 
As we recall former discussions 1nd1oat1ng real or at 
least possible dangers inherent in an interfaith marriage, 
10The Lutheran Churoh--Yissouri Synod, ••statement on 
Interfaith or Mixed Marriages," Prooeed~s of the Forty-
Fourth Regular Convention, June 17-27, ~.~aii"l'ranolsoo, 
California (St. Louis: Conoora'Ia PublisE'I'ng House, c.1959). 
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i t wou l d seem to be the i deal that such · unions be avoided in 
the first p l a c e . Not that every marriage between Christiana 
o f the same denomination would be successful, but at least 
r eligious mixing i n the forma l sens e would not be the source 
o ~ conrl i c t . On e less possible source of unhappiness would 
b e eliminated . Of oourse, this will remain impossible in 
all oases, our sooie t y being what it is. But at least at-
t empts can be made along the line of avoidance and prevent-
ative m0s.sures . 
J•.d u cation i s a key word h e re. Certainly, pastors have 
a d e f nite obligation to point out dangers as they see and 
kno•;1 them to their p eople. If' the pastor has become con-
v inced tha t ther e are dangers involved when an interfa.1 th 
marriag e ts oon tra oted, he is constrained to make them known. 
He ought to be nei t her i gnorant of nor silent on the subject. 
Of course , legalism or dogmatism would be neither ad-
visa ble n or i n moat oases successful. In the past, unfortu-
nately thi s ha s constituted some of the approach to such a 
s ubject. Although dangers may indeed be preaenti ths pastor 
wi l l meet with 11 ttle success 1n oategorioally rorbidding 
such ~ar r i agea wi thout backing up his advice and conolus1ons 
with support recognized as significant by the people in-
volved . This will not only include Scriptural statement and 
implication. It will also include the findings of modern-day 
socia l scien ce, such as aociologioal findings and oonolusiona 
indicated within this paper. There is a definite need here 
to make a clear d1at1not1on between what 1a 1nherentl~ sinful 
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and what i s inadvisable on other grounds. 
Much of t h e success in this area will depend on the de-
gree of the pastor 's rapport with his people, parents as 
wel l as chil dr en a nd young people. If the pastor gives evi-
dence that h e has time for them, 1s interested in them, wants 
to hear their problems, a nd seems to have sound judgment and 
knows v1ha t he i s talking a.bout, then he will be better able 
to co mmunicate viith a t l eas t some success. From the rapport 
h e has established , he oa.n beg in to communicate and bring 
ou t the facts a s he int erprets them lovingly and with con-
cern for individua ls. Once rapport has been established, 
t he pastor will be better able to oomnun1cate the Gospel 
whi ch for Christian people becomes the strongest m:>tivating 
f actor . The Chris tian messag e, and its applioat1on 1n the 
l ives of peopl e , i s more than Law which reveals sin, error, 
and unsatisfa ctory courses or action. It is also Gospel 
whi ch f org ives sin and empowers God-pleasing action and de-
cision . tiblch of the pastor's success will thus depend upon 
the bas ic a p proach and attitudes or his entire ministry. If 
he is eva ngelical, concerned with individuals, in oontaot 
with r eality, patient, and timely, as well as founded in con-
viction, his work with people will be helpful and God-prais-
ing also in the area of interfaith marriage problems. 
Although the Christian pastor cannot pick out mates for 
the young people of his congregation, he oan attempt to de-
limit the areas of ohoice by sound inatruction and warning, 
and by providing association ffith Christians of like mind and 
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fai th. The Christian pastor n eeds to maintain an interest-
ing , app ea ling youth program; h e needs to be a friend and 
conf idant to h is young people; he ought to secure support 
for campus pastors, campus chapels, and Lutheran student 
cente rs , a nd r efer college-bent youth to them; he rm.1st not 
be afr a i d to talk f r a nkly with his y.:>ung people about dating, 
sex , and marriag e ; h e must ~ork closely wi th the parents and 
ma:lnt ain a cooperati ve team effort. Above all, he must prac-
t ice s ound i nstruction in Biblical, Intheran doctrine so that 
y oung peo p l e unde1"stand distinctions and what is the central 
core o :f thei r Christian faith, so that when they are faced 
~1th interfa ith dating and marriage questions they have a 
basis f or compa rison and judgment. They need to see that 
what one be lleves a nd practices ~ important. 
Of primary importance in the pastor's constructive ap-
proa ch to t he problem 1s that he attempts to make Christian 
fai t h and t eaching relevant to life. The Christian pastor 
do e s not '<1ant only nri ghtn answers from his young people but 
h e a lso wants right liv1ng 1 right attitudes, right faith--
f ait h whi ch ls more than assent, but 1s trust and commitment 
and desire to place God at the center of one's life. One of 
the factors leading to interfaith marriages is a dichotomous 
view of life whioh relegates one's religious orientation to 
a position of negligible inf'luence in one's daily activities 
and associations. The "Statement on Interfaith or 'Mixed 
Marriage," by the Lutheran Church--r&issouri Synod, has this 
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to say: 
By e ver y possible means we should g ive our young people 
opportunity t o s e e k and find a clear understanding 0£ 
the pri n ciple s which underlie their Christian faith. 
Our task i s t o bu i l d them up in a positive and vital 
Christian fa i th and to instruct them 1n the wisdom of 
choosing l ife- part n er s of similar Christia n beliefs who 
,·1111 share v,ith t hem in marriage a mutual love for 
Chris t . 11 
It is i mperat ive that the Christ i an pastor g ive sound 
i nstruction in the nature of Christian marriage in genera l. 
On this po int , the 1•s tatemont on Interf aith or Mi x ed 
Marriage , " referred t o a bove, h as this to say: 
A clear unders tanding o f the meaning of Christian mar-
riage ~111 enable them to exercise an instructed con-
s c i enc e and val id judg ment ~hen f a ced with a possible 
situation i n which marr iage promises would deny them 
tho priv ileg e o f a Christ i an home, compromise their one -
ness in Cbr:ts t, and hamper the Christian training of 
children. A p ositi ve app ro a ch is to urg e our young peo-
ple to stand on their rights as selr-reepeoting, respon-
sible Chri s tians. In no even t should the y enter into a 
marr i age contra ct which ~1ould place them in a position 
of d isadvantage in their family relationsh ips and in 
the training of the ir ch ildren. In oonfirmation in-
struction, in youth groupe, 1n Bible classes, in family 
l ife eduoation, and in personal oounsel1ng sessions, 
p o s itiv e a nd construct ive int'ormation, motivation, and 
pra c tica l guidance concerning Christian marriage should 
be g iven t o our young people with regard to: (a) '!he 
estab l ish ~ent of a truly Christian home; (b) 'Ille choos-
ing of e. future life-partner a mong those with whom they 
may be one in Christia n faith and love.12 
Af t e r es tablishing a positive and firm background of 
Scriptural instruction, coupled with sound sooiolog iaal facts 
and conclusions, it is the pastor's obligation to urge his 
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young poople t o da t e only p ersons they could pioture them-
selveo ultimu tely mar rying . If seaular experts in the field 
can ndvise this way , 13 so can the Christian pastor. Thia i m-
pl ies strong urging upon Pro t estan ts a gainst dating or marry-
i ng Roman Catholics, a s well as a gainst oontraoting Protestant 
inte r faith marriages . Hov,ever, vihen a relationship has be-
come one of i mm inent ma r ria g e , the Christian pastor will find 
hims elf submit t ing t o i t, a lthough he may not condone it. 
Above all , he dare not legalistically exoommunioate even when 
an ante- nupt ial a gr eement signing has occurred. What he now 
strives for is oppor tunity to continue to witness and speak 
t ho Gospel of Jesus Christ to these people. He plaoes very 
strongly upon t he cons c ience o f his member what is involved 
in t his i n terfaith ma rriage , especially what the ante-nuptial 
a r -?e:,P,nt means f or h i m as a non-Roman Ca tholio Christian, 
1£ t h is s hould be involved . Above all, if they marry, the 
pas tor b o t h ho pes f or a nd strives to produoe as faot a con-
tinuing opportunity to counsel and speak God's Gospel to 
thes e people . 
1 311Da ting only p ersons you would be willing to marry, 
i f love d evelops, is a safe and conservative procedure. 
r.fore i mportant t han dating is not to beoome too en,:,tionally 
i nvo lved with some you would not ohoose to marry." Rex A. 
Skidmo r e and Anthon s. Cannon, Building Your 71arria~e ( New 
York : Harper a nd Brothers Publishers, o.l95l), P• rs. 
vHAPTER VI 
SUMMARY 
P r om t h is study of the phenomenon of interfaith mar-
r i age , we ha ve to say that indications seem to be that young 
people wi l l i n creasingly be faced with the question and prob-
l em of the possib i lit y of interfaith marriage. This is true 
beca us e o f' the present social milieu whioh is conducive to 
an attitude or broad-mindedness in this area. It is also 
t r u e b ecau s e man y of the old barriers, both social and eccle-
s i a sti ca l \'1h i ch formerly inhibited interfaith marriage, have 
now l a r gel y br oken down. This implies for Christian pastors 
t hat t hey become cognizant of these facts and trends, and 
then o r o c eed t o approa ch the phenomenon realistically and 
s ympa t h e tica l ly. \Uth S criptural and sociolog ical findings 
to s u pport them, they are taking proper action in advising 
a ga ins t s uch marriages as a general rule. This, however, re-
quires a p l a nned program of education for ohuroh young people 
on t he subject as a constructive, preventative measure. 
I n becoming acquainted with the faota, however, it is 
discovered that religion in general, and denominational af-
filiation in partioular, is only one of many faotora which 
relate to happiness, satisfaction, and suooeas in marriage. 
Although religious oonv1ot1on and affiliation are ver-y im-
portant ractors, they are not the only raotors of a signifi-
cant :nature. 
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As sociated v,ith this observation ta the f'aot that mem-
bership in a particular denomination indicates and includes 
more than certain dootrinal beliefs wh1oh may oause oonf'liot 
in marriage. It a lso implies oertaln important cultural 
tra i t s and background wh1oh have become a part of the indi-
vidual , and ~hich may loom more important than actual church 
membership or theologioal viev,s oonsidered by themselves. A 
common error is made in assuming that two people of dif1'erent 
r eligious fa iths are different only in their religious be-
l iefs . 
This broadens the oonoept of possible differences and 
difficulties arising from an interfaith marriage. But it 
does not thereby say that all interfaith marriages are doomed 
t o failure or tho.t adjustments cannot be made to a fair de-
gree or sat i sfaction. 
Ho1ever 0 f rom the religious standpoint, we have other 
things to consider. The Christian pastor. in dealing with 
proposed or actual interfaith marriage situations. needs to 
determine whether the Gospel of Christ still has opportunity 
to ·,rnrk in the lives of these people. He wants to determine 
1hether the individuals involved have a common faith in Jesus 
Christ as Savior. He wants to determine whether he will oon-
tirrue to have opportunity to witness to the saving Gospel of 
Christ t o these people. He wants to determine whether his 
present or f orm er member will oontimie to have opportunity 
to witness to his or her 1'aith• as well as praotioe it f'reely. 
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The s e a. r e t h e p r imar y considerations f'rom a relig ious viev,-
p o i nt. If th0 r esult ing conclusions are posit ive, he then 
~annot ca t e gor ically forbid such a marriage or despa ir of 
i t s su c cess , ei ther for t he p ersona l or eternal happiness of 
the peopl e i nvo lved. Howevar, since there is a great tend-
ency t oday to smooth over relig ious differences and water 
d own Christi an doctrine , t he Chris t ian pastor Jtll.St recognize, 
in an interfa i th dat ing or marriag e sit uation, a challeng ing 
opportunity f o r Chris t ian wit n e s s. Also, the prevalence of 
t he p rob l em ought to s timulate the pastor to attempt sound 
ind o ctrination and ins truction of his young people. Diffi-
culti e s and p r ob lems involved in an interfaith marriage as 
s een b oth by r e lig ion and S cripture, as well as soo1ology 
and p s y cho logy, need to b e communicated by the pastor with 
conc ern both f o~ the t emporal and eternal welrare of his peo-
p l e . 
The Chri s tian pa stor• will thus strive to maintain an 
ongoing pro8J'am of a positive, constructive nature, designed 
to avo i d t he int erfaith marriage problem in the r1rst place. 
But this wi l l be coupled with realistic and aympathetio at-
tempts t o deal with ind ividual problems as they arise. He 
will do t h is within an attitudinal f'ramework which is Avan-
gelical and optimistic, as well as sympathetic and informed. 
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